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LONDON, SEPTEMBER 29, 1866. 
mieticen prion 


THE RECENT CASE Of ‘the Glamorganshire Coal and 
Iron Company v. Irvine, (on which we have recently com- 
mented,’ 4nte,'1058), added to the effect already’ produted 
by the'proceedings of the Russian Ironworks Company's 
Shareholders, 14 W. R, 943, appears to have thoroughly 
aroused ‘the shareholders in’ Overend, Gurney, & ‘Co. 
(Limited), to a determination to shake off their liability 
if possible. |The. newspapers contain a great. many 
letters’ from “indignant,” “victimised,” “duped,” and 
other shareholders, urging upon each other the expedi- 
ency of united action, and a “ mutual defence fund,” is 
much talked of. 

There may or may not ‘have been ‘ misrepresentation 
on the part of those who transformed Overend & Gurneys’ 
into a “limited”? company; it is not our province to 
discuss that question, but, assuming that transaction to 
have been tainted by fraud, there are still ulterior con- 
siderations, and the proceedings of those shareholders, 
should . their deliberations culminate’ in any, will be 
watched with much interest by those whose profession, 
or whose mode of investing money, has made them stu- 
dents of “ company ” law. 

There are. several questions to be considered. in the 
matter, (1) Didany misrepresentation take place? And 
it must be borne in mind that misrepresentation may be by 
suppression as well as by assertion.. If the answer be in the 
affirmative (which for our present p we assume it 
to be), then (2) Are the shareholders by. constructive.ac- 
quiescence, estopped from availing themselves of the fraud? 
The Russian Ironworks Company’s case (ubi sup.) is relied 
on to prove that a shareholder who has received.a divi- 
dend is barred by acquiescence, but remembering that 
acquiescence dates from the time when the fraud. is first 
discovered, we do not consider it settled that the re- 
ception of adividend before discovery will, bar a. share- 
holder from relying on a fraud the very ingenuity of 
which prevented earlier detection. ‘But it may be asked 
whether the creditors have, no equity against the share- 
holders which will avail to prevent the latter from 
escaping ?, It was, weil; settled that pnder the old Act, 
which empowered a creditor to issue execution against 
the individual shareholder, after failing of satisfaction 
from the company, misrepresentation was no defence as 
against a creditor. Now that, under the Acts of 1856 
and 1862, the creditors have to act through the medium 
of an official liquidator who represents the company as 
well as themselves, the precise equities of creditors appear 
as yes uncertain. Neither in Smith v. The Reese Silver 
lining Company, 14 W. BR. 606, nor in The Russian 
Jronworks Company’s case (ubi, sup.), does the Court ap- 
pear to have noticed any equity on the part of creditors, 
and in Ship’s case, 13 W. R. 599, Turner, L.J., remarked 
that creditors trust the company collectively and not men 
individually, But the equity of creditors is, as we have 
said, as yet unsettled, and no doubt in the present case 
this point would be strenuously fought. Possibly 
another formidable obstacle for the shareholders may 
arise from the well-known principle professed, if not 








adopted, by the Equity Courts of not rescinding a con- 
tract, unless matters can be replaced as they were before, 

However all these things may be, it is probable that 
the equities: (suchas they may prove to be) of these 
shareholders are all much of the same pattern, and 
trying a sample casé may be au experiment worth 

r ing if the necessary funds are provided by the 
“mutual ” association above referred to. 

One of our contemporaries, however, sets itself, in no 
very. measured terms, to dissuade the shareholders 
from any attempt at repudiation. Should they succeed 
in “ extinguishing the company as a corporation,” 
the’ members individually would become liable to the 
lost,.and. we. are told that the limited liability would be 
creditors unlimitedly. Now this may possibly be very 
true, but. the shareholders, if they are wise, will, 
we think, attempt individual from the company, 
and not an “extinguishment” of the corporation, if, in- 
deed, such a contingency has genuinely been contem- 
plated. In the Reese Silver Mining Companies’ case (ubi 
sup.); an injunction to stay an action for calls was 
granted, on facts which probably applied to most, if not 
all, of the members of the company, except the promoters; 
and if (we.say “if’’) the shareholders in Overend & Co, 
can manage to drain themselves off, one by one, leaving 
the promoters, &c., a residuary “corporation” for the 
creditors to. work upon, we presume their object will be 
effected, 

In the article already referred to, the writer alleges 
that the shareholders’ claims are “so manifestly inequit- 
able’’ that it needs no reference to decided cases to show 
that they have no chance of success.. Considering the 
doubtful state of the case-law on the subject, this seems 
to us to be too strong and toe confident language. With 
regard to the advice proffered them that they should pay 
the creditors first, and then subscribe to: obtain repay- 
ment from the vendors, they probably may contemplate 
the possibility of paying the creditors, and subsequently 
getting nothing from the promoters :—there are such 
people as men of straw, and even men of gold or of brass, 
occasionally protect themselves with settlements. What- 
ever may be the upshot, if some light is thrown upon 
the subject of the conflicting equities of the creditors and 
members of a public company, the shareholders will at 
least deserve the thanks of the public for venturing on 
the troubled sea of litigation. 


THE GREAT YARMOUTH ELECTION COMMISSIONERS 
will resume their sittings in the course of next week. 
We understand that. they then intend to commence. an 
inquiry into the election of 1859. Some doubts have 
been entertained, it is said, as to their power to do so, 
but unless the terms of their appointment limit them 
expressly to the investigation of the proceedings at the last 
election, those doubts seem to be without foundation. 
By the 15 & 16 Vict. o, 57,5. 6, it is enacted, with 
regard .to inquiries by Bribery Commissioners, that “in 
case such Commissioners find that corrupt practices have 
been committed at the election to, which they are herein- 
before authorised to inquire, it shall be lawful for them 
to make the like inquiries concerning the latest previous 
election for the same county, borough, &c.; and upon 
their finding corrupt practices to have been committed 
at that election, it shall be lawful for them to make the 
like inquires concerning the election immediately pre- 
vious thereto, and so in like manner from election to 
election, as far back as they may think fit, but 
where upon inquiry as aforesaid concerning any election, 
auch commissioners do not find that corrupt practices 
were committed thereat, they shall not inquire concern- 
ing any previous election.” The of this section 
appears. to have been framed for the very purpose of 
empowering commissioners to extend their inquiries 
into all previous elections besides that immediately in 
question, until they are stopped by finding a pure election 
Beyond that they are not to inquire. If, therefore, the 
election of 1859, at Yarmouth, proves to have heen 
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corrupt, they may go back to that of Messrs. A. W. 
Young and Mellor (the present Mr. Justice Mellor), in 
the summer of 1857, and there they will probably be 
stopped; for there has been a unanimous and, as there 
was no contest, probably a well-founded belief expressed 
that that election was the “purest ever known in 
Yarmouth.” We shall, therefore, be spared the revelation 
of the iniquities of the general election in the spring of 
the same year, after which Messrs. Watkin and McCullagh, 
the successful candidates, were unseated on petition. 


DURING THE VACATION there have been numerous 
applications to Mr. Peake to adjourn summonses to be 
heard before the judge; and the Chief Clerk has con- 
stantly refused to do so, telling the applicant that he 
could apply to the judge himself if he thought he could 
make out a case of sufficient urgency. Whether there is 
any distinction of a practical kind between vacation and 
term, we do not think it needful to discuss; but about 
the general right of a suitor to have his case heard and 
determined by the judge in person, there can be no man- 
ner of doubt. In Re Agriculturist Company, 9 W. R. 
682, Lord Justice Turner said he thought the Chief Clerk 
had no right to refuse the application that was made to 
him on the part of the appellant to have his case heard 
before the Master of the Rolls. 

All who have been in the habit of attending the 
chambers since the commencement of the Long Vacation 
are fully aware that upon the subject of adjournment 
before the Vice-Chancellor there have been almost daily 
discussions; and it is, therefore, well that the matter 
should be thoroughly understood and settled, so far as 
judicial authority is possessed upon the point. There is 
another case of Re Mitchell, 12 W. R. 39, also bearing 
upon the same question. 


THE LATEST ADVICES received from Canada inform us 
of a legal scandal which, as stated, leaves little doubt 
that the law has been violated, and the Canadian ad- 
ministration of justice disgraced. 

The facts of the case to which we are about to call 
attention appear to be these:—One, Ernest Sureau Lami- 
rande, who had filled the post of cashier to the Bank of 
France at Poitiers, having, as it was alleged, robbed the 
bank of a considerable sum of money, fled to Canada with 
his ill-gotten gains. As the extradition treaty between 
France and England embraces Canada, the French govern- 
ment, in pursuance of it, applied for the arrest of Lami- 
rande, a warrant to execute which was signed on the 26th 
of July by Lord Monck, the Governor-General ; and on the 
4th of the following month of August, Lamirande was 
captured, brought before a justice of the peace, and com- 
mitted to prison. Before any order could be made out 
for the delivery of the prisoner to the French police, 
Lamirande lodged an appeal against the decision, and 
the appeal was heard by Mr. Justice Drummond in the 
Court of Queen’s Bench at Montreal. This judge was 
of opinion that the arrest was “unauthorised by the 
statute, illegal, null, and void.” Nothing, therefore, re- 
mained but to order the prisoner’s release from custody ; 
but the counsel for the Crown having stated that he had 
something further to advance, at his request the formal 

delivery of the judgment was deferred till the morrow. 

‘ There seem to have been some suspicion of foul play, 
and, acting upon them, the prisoner’s attorney waited 
first upon the Governor-General and afterwards upon the 
Attorney-General, and was assured by both that no im- 
pediment would be thrown in the way of the prisoner’s 
having ample time to apply for a habeas corpus, or do 
any other act necessary to frustrate his removal, should 
any such attempt be made. It seems, too, that acting 
upon information which reached him, Judge Drummond 
became alarmed, and actually went to the jail, charging 
the jailer not to part with the prisoner without his 
warrant. 

On the morning following the adjournment of the 
case, however, when the judge had taken his seat, before 





he pronounced his decision, he ordered the jailer to bring 
up his prisoner; but to this request the jailer had yo 
answer to make but that at midnight of the previous day 
upon the authority of an order signed by the Governg, 
General, the prisoner had been handed over to a Frengh 
detective, and, with the assistance of the Canadian 

had been conveyed by a late train to Quebec, whence he 
was shipped by mail steamer for Europe. It follows that, 
by the interference of the Governor-General, the ext. 
dition treaty and law were set at nought, a superior 
court’s jurisdiction rendered nugatory, and a prisoner, 
entitled to his liberty, according to the opinion of the 
judge who heard the appeal—and he subsequently stated 
that the other judges concurred—secretely and treagh. 
erously conveyed out of the British dominions. 

This is a matter of serious moment; because, if , 
Frenchman can be so dealt with to-day, why not an 
Englishman to-morrow, though, of course, not in like 
circumstances? The police, when remonstrated with, 
replied that they cared nothing for the judge’s warrant 
so long as they had the ‘Governor’s order. It is worth 
recording that Lord Monck’s order for the removal of the 
prisoner was obtained by one partner of the Attorney. 
General ; and that the prosecuting counsel was another, 

Assuming these facts to be correctly stated, they furnish 
strong grounds for searching inquiry. In another part of 
our impression of to-day, our readers will find a full 
report of the judgment of Mr. Justice Drummond on the 
law and facts of this singular case, 


WE ARE INFORMED that out of nineteen candidates for 
the appointment of auditor for the Nottingham district, 
vacant by the death of Harry James Davis, Esq., an 
obituary notice concerning whom appeared in this Journal 
on August 18th, there are no less than eight solicitors, 
whose names are as follows:—Messrs. J. H. Douglass, 
Market Harborough; T. H. Shacklock, Carlton-upon- 
Trent; W. Hearn, 54, Berkeley-square, London; D. Baxter, 
Atherstone; T. F. A. Burnaby, Newark; C. L. Hughes, 
Lincoln ; G. C. Bellairs, Leicester; and 8. R. P. Shilton, 
Nottingham. 


A SINGULAR OCCURRENCE signalised the last session of 
the Central Criminal Court. John Creek was tried by 
Mr. Justice Lush for an offence of a character it is not 
necessary to specify, convicted, and sentenced to ten 
years’ penal servitude. It appeared afterwards, from the 
statement of the foreman of the grand jury, that it had 
been the intention of the grand jury to ignore the bill of 
indictment. The indorsement “true bill” was a mistake, 
and “must have got there,” said the foreman, “by acci- 
dent, in the hurry and confusion of the duty in which 
the jury were engaged.” Why there should have been 
any hurry and confusion is not explained. However, 
there is, of course, no doubt of the correctness of the 
foreman’s recollection, and Creek has, therefore, been the 
victim of a miscarriage of justice. The learned judges 
who were presiding at the sessions, did not feel themselves 
able to interfere, as the proceedings were regular on the 
face of them, and the question as to the right course to 
be pursued accordingly remains open. 

It has been suggested that the grand jury should 
memorialise the Home Secretary, and perhaps that will 
be the cheapest and most effectual way of redressing the 
injustice done to the prisoner. But it would seem that 
the case is one in which the Court of Queen’s Bench 
might possibly grant a new trial. Asa rule, it is true, 
no new trial will be granted in cases of treason or felony 
where the proceedings have been regular; but every rule 
has its exceptions, and it has been held that the Court 
will sometimes, in its discretion, order a new trial in 
cases of felony where there has been no apparent irregu- 
larity. Thus in Reg. v. Scaife, 17,Q. B. 239, a new 
was granted, under special circumstances, on the 
of the improper reception of evidence and misdirection 
by the judge, although the proceedings, so far as the 
record went, were perfectly regular. Again it might # 
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argued that in Oreek’s case there has been a mistrial, 
affording ground for an award of a venire de novo. At 
any rate if the Home Secretary should decline to inter- 
fere, it would be worth while, as a dernier ressort, making 
an application to the Court of Queen’s Bench, upon the 
affidavits of the grand jurymen, stating that a mistake 
had been accidentally committed in finding the bill 
instead of ignoring it, 

The case has been made the occasion of renewed 
attacks on the institution of grand juries. But it does 
not appear to us to help the argument either one way or 
the other. Indeed, with Toomer’s case fresh in our re- 
collection, we cannot but think that the grand jury are 
at least as likely to be right as the petty jury, where the 
charge against a prisoner is one of those “so easy to 
make, so difficult to rebut.” 


Messrs, Epwarps, LAyToN, & JAQUES, who act for 
a large section of the contributories in the matter of the 
Contract Corporation, have addressed a letter to the Lord 
Chancellor, asking his Lordship to hear an appeal from 
Vice-Chancellor Stuart’s decision before the Ist of Octo- 
ber, the day on which the call of £30 per share is payable. 
His Lordship has replied, stating that he sees no reason 
for departing from the course ordinarily followed in va- 
cation in a case in which there does not appear to him 
to be any apprehension of irreparable damage. The 
heavy call, consequently, will have to be paid, unless the 
suggestion made by Mr. Peake be acted upon—namely, 
that where there is a bond fide intention to appeal, the 
payment of the call should not be enforced. 


PUBLIC DUTIES enjoined merely by custom and not by 
law, appear now-a-days to stand a considerable chance of 
falling into disuse. Many customs, of no particular 
utility, though possessing perhaps an antiquarian in- 
terest, still flourish as vigorously as ever, while others, 
less historically interesting, but genuinely serviceable, 
are allowed gradually to die out. The triennial proces- 
sion of Lady Godiva at Coventry still holds its own (pos- 
sibly the Coventry innkeepers may be interested in its 
conservation), and the ancient custom respecting the 
Dunmow Flitch was, so recently as 1855, revived by Mr. 
Harrison Ainsworth—as judge, not as claimant: (there 
are, we understand, no less than fifteen pairs of applicants 
for the honours to be awarded on the 15th of October next), 
We have no objection to either of these old usages being 
kept up, but it does seem strange that while money and 
pains are being expended for such purposes, a really ser- 
viceable usage like that of perambulating parish bounds, 
should be allowed to fall into neglect. The parishes 
comprised within the limits of the City of London, still, 
we believe, carefully perambulate their respective boun- 
daries, but in very many localities this ancient and laud- 
able custom has been suffered gradually to drop. 

The ratepayers of Axminster are now suffering for the 
neglect of themselves and their predecessors in this res- 
pect. A portion of the boundary between this parish and 
the adjoining one of Chardstock appears originally to 
have followed the course of a small rivulet, This stream 
has been several times diverted from its former course, 
and, neither parish having perambulated its bounds for 
many years, the precise position of the boundary is now 
a matter of considerable uncertainty. This is the more 
serious, inasmuch as the boundary in question is also a 
county boundary, the former parish being in Devonshire, 
and the latter in Dorset. The question appears to have 
arisen in consequence of the medical officer of the Ax- 
minster Union declining to attend—or rather, attending 
under protest—the inmates of two or three cottages 
standing upon the debateable ground. The matter goes, 
we understand, to the ensuing Quarter Sessions, by way 
of appeal against a resolution of the Axminster Union 
Assessment Committee, and thus the ratepayers will have 
to incur some considerable expense in consequence of 
their past omission. 

The custom of perambulating parish bounds during 





Rogation-days is one of the oldest which we possess, and 
it is hence that those days derive their old name of 
“ gang-days,’—a term which is still, we believe, a pro- 
vincialism in many parts of England. The right to cross 
any man’s land for purposes of perambulation is indubit- 
able. “It is not to be doubted,” said Anderson, C.J., in 
Goodday v. Michell, Cro, Eliz. 441, “ but that parishioners 
may well justify the going over any man’s land in their 
perambulation, according to their usage, and to abate all 
nuisances in their way;” and the visitation articles of 
the Archbishops of Canterbury formerly comprised a 
query respecting the observance of perambulations. “In 
the times of popery,’’ says Gibson (Cod. Jur. Eccl. 
Anglisz, i. 213), “the perambulations were accompanied 
with two great abuses, viz., with feastings and with 
superstition, being performed in the nature of processions, 
with banners, hand-bells, lights, staying at crosses,” &c. 
By the 18th Injunction of Edward VI., all processions 
were forbidden, in order, the injunction says, “to avoid all 
contention and strife’ which had previously arisen “ by 
reason of fond courtesy and challenging of places in pro- 
cession.” But Queen Elizabeth added to this injunction 
these words :—“ But yet for the retaining of the peram- 
bulations of circuits of parishes, they shall once in the 
year at the time accustomed, with the curate and the 
substantial men of the parish, walk about their parishes, 
as they were accustomed, and at their return to the 
church, make their accustomed prayers.” “At which 
time also,” said the 19th injunction of Queen Elizabeth, 
“the same minister shall inculcate these or such sen- 
tences: ‘cursed be he which translateth the bounds or 
doles of his neighbour.’” “And now,” says Gibson (udi 
sup.) “that” (i.e. the doing away with the‘ hand-bells,’ 
&c.) “ hath been long effected, it were to be wished that 
perambulations were held more regularly and frequently 
than now-a-days they are; to the end the Limits of 
Parishes (which it seems must be only try’d in the tem- 
poral courts) may come in question as rarely as may be;” 
a regret which, in our own time, we can heartily endorse. 


WE BELIEVE that the following papers, among others, 
will be read at the approaching meeting at Canterbury 
of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association:— 

“On the Necessity of the Increase of the Number of 
Common Law Judges and Improvement of the Practice 
of the Common Law Courts.” By Mr. F. D. Lowndes, 
of Liverpool. 

“Suggestions for Improving and Facilitating the 
Trials of Actions at Law.” By Mr. C. F. Tagart, of 
London. 

“On the Necessity for the Acceleration of Trials of 
Causes.” By Mr. J. Anderson Rose, of London. 

“On Sales of Land by Auction and Lord St. Leonards’ 
Bill.” By Mr. T. Avison, of Liverpool. 

“On Probate Duty payable in respect of Leaseholds 
in Mortgage.” By Mr. Hy. Reynolds, of Birmingham. 

“Legislative Results of the Last Session.” By Mr. 
Philip Rickman, the Secretary. 

“On Contracts on Sales of Property.” By Mr. R. A. 
Payne, of Liverpool. 

Papers on “ Bankruptcy Reform,” from Mr. E. F. 
Burton, of London, and on “Martial Law,” from Mr. W. 
Shaen, of London, are also expected. 

Deputations are promised from the Manchester, Liver- 
pool, Birmingham, and Worcester and Worcestershire 
Law Societies, also from the Northern Circuit division of 
the Association. Numerous individual solicitors from 
London and various parts of the provinces have also 
signified their intention of being present at the meeting, 
which has‘every prospect of proving a most successful one. 





At the petty sessions of Lorrha, in Tipperary, a few days ago 
the divetias ae the Parsonstown and Fortunes Bridge Lager 
Company were fined £2,300 for having failed to comply wi 
the regulations of certain Acts, by cutting across the high road, 
and not building bridges, or making a permanent road. An 
a wgg been lodged, by desire of the bench, against their 

ecision. 
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AGREEMENTS TO TAKE SHARES IN JOINT-STOCK | 
COMPANIES.—No, IT. 
We have seen that, under the provisions of the 


Companies Act, 1862, every person who has “agreed to 


become” a member of a company under the Act, and 
whose name is on the register of shareholders, is to ‘be 
deemed a member of the company. It follows, therefore, 
that the Courts of law and equity will be guided by the 
same rules in determining the effect of such corres- 
pondence as may have passed between a company and an 
applicant for shares, 

While the Act of 1856 was in force, this was not so; 
and cases might and did occur in which applicants for, 
and allottees of, shares had not at law become members 
of the company, but whom equity would compel to 
become so upon the ground that they had agreed to 
become members, and that the Court would enforce 
specific performance of that agreement by enjoining 
them to perform such acts as might be requisite in order 
to constitute them legally members. 

In the case of The New Brunswick and Canada Rail- 
way Vv. Muggeridge, 7 W. R. 495, cited in our last article 
on this subject, a common law court, as we have seen, al- 
lowed a plea that the defendant had never become a 
member of the company. The company subsequently 
filed a bill in equity against Mr. Muggeridge, which 
was, in effect a bill for specific performance; it 
stated that he had agreed to sign an acceptanve of the 
shares, and prayed that he might be decreed to do so. 
The defendant pleaded tothe bill substantially the same 
plea, which had been a successful answer to the delar- 
ation at common law, but as an answer to the bill such a 
plea was, of course, entirely unavailing, amounting, in 
fact, to a simple reiteration of the ground of complaint 
there stated. The plea was consequently overruled, and 
the proper way to raise an objection to the equity 
asserted by the bill would, of course, have been by 
demurrer. As the argument had gone principally on 
the equity, his Honour (Vice-Chancellor Kindersley) gave 
at some length his reasons for considering that, even if 
properly raised, it could not have been upheld. These 
remarks were, of course, extra-judicial. There is no 
need, however, to cite cases in proof of the assertion 
that an agreement to become a member of a company is 
an agreement of which a Court of equity will enforce 
specific performance. The contrary has, indeed, been 
argued from analogy to cases in which the Court have 
declined to enforce specific performance of an agree- 
ment to enter an ordinary partnership; but this is one 
of those points upon which the analogy between a 
partnership and a public company does not hold good. 
A Court of equity will never decree specific perform- 
ance where the effect of its decree might immediately 
afterwards be rendered nugatory by the act of the 
opposing party, as, for instance it might be, where the 
agreement was one for a partnership, and no term of 
duration specified. Membership in a joint-stock company 
is a status which cannot, as of course, be immediately ter- 
minated at the will of the individual, he must either 
retain his shares or get some one else to relieve him of 
them, which sufficiently distinguishes the case from that 
of a partnership of no specified duration. In he Shef- 
field Gas Consumers’ Company v. Harrison, 17 Beav. 294, 
however, where, by the terms of the deed of settlement, 
the directors were, within fourteen days after receiving 
notice of a proposed transfer, either to accept or refuse 
the same, or to find a transferree of their own, the 
Master of the Rolls refused to decree specific perform- 
ance of an agreement to take shares, on the ground that, 
under such circumstances, specific performance of a con- 
tract would be merely nugatory. This decision 
was disapproved of by Kindersley, V.C., in his re- 
marks in the case above noticed; it would probably 
not be followed now. And indeed, the Act of 1862 


"© At the hearing of the cause the bill ainet Mr. M 14; 
was dismissed, on the ground of misrepresentations TW. R900, a 





|-having provided that every one who ‘hes fe agra 
-to become” a member of the company shall be 
deemed to be a member, there is no room left for any 
ulterior question, and the “agreement” being proved, the 
Act of 1862, as it were, “stops the case,” and decides 
that the individual who entered into it is subject to all 
the liabilities of a shareholder. 

These “agreements”? may come in question upon an 
action brought by the company to recover calls, or ona 
motion to rectify the register of the company (as by 
striking out the individual’s name). Most commonly 
the point is raised during the winding-up of the com. 
pany, when every one is seeking to back out, and comes 
before a Court of equity, either by motion under section 
35 of the Act, or upon a summons adjourned from 
chambers. The question, then, to be fought between the 
company and the individual is, Has a contract been 
entered into ? 

Now, where A. writes to B., making an unconditional 
offer to enter into a certain contract, and B. writes back 
an unconditional acceptance, that act of B.’s completes 
the contract, and A. and B. are from that moment bound. 
If the offer emanated from B., it is A.’s act which must 
complete the contract; and if the offer emanating from 
one side be accepted conditionally by the other—that is 
to say, if B., for instance, replies that he is willing to 

‘accept A.’s offer on certain terms—there is no contract 
until an acceptance of the condition has been signified— 
i.e, until A. has replied to B., saying that he accepts the 
terms which B. has proposed to introduce into the com- 
pact. Just so it is with agreements respecting the taking 
up of shares, according as the offer emanates from the 
company or from the individual, and according as any 
stipulation is or is not made on either side, there isa 
little variation in the position of the point at which the 
agreement is complete. 

Supposing a man to have forwarded to the company a 
simple offer to take shares in the usual form, then, if 
there is no reply from the company, which can be con- 
strued into an unconditional acceptance of the offer, the 
only other way in which the applicant can be bound is 
by a formal “allotment” of the shares being made to 
him ; we use the word in its technical sense. Perhaps 
the most instructive case to illustrate this is Re Adelphi 
Hotel Company ,(Best’s case), 13 W. R. 762. In that case 
Mr. Best, on October 10, 1862, applied for twenty shares 
in the company, by filling up and signing a form com- 
prising the following words:—* I have paid to the bankers 
of this company the sum of £10, being a deposit of ten 
shillings per share upon twenty shares in the above- 
named company, and I agree to accept the same, or any 
less number that may be allotted to me, and to pay the 
calls thereon as they may be made out; and I hereby 
authorise and empower you to insert my name on the 
register of shareholders of the company, for the number 
of shares which you may allot me.” On October 11, the 
secretary sent him a printed receipt for his deposit, 
There never was any allotment of shares in the company. 
On the winding-up (which commenced in 1863) it was 
contended that Mr. Best’s acquiescence in the retention 
of his deposit was enough to bind him, and that the 
words, “I agree to accept,” &c,, amounted to an agree- 
ment to take twenty shares, The Lords Justices held 
the contrary. Knight Bruce, L.J., said that there was 
no evidence of acceptance of Mr. Best as a shareholder, 
or allotment or appropriation of shares to him; and 
Turner, L.J., said that the words of the application— 
“T hereby authorise and empower you to insert my name, 
&e., for the number of shares which you may allot me,” 
clearly referred the terms of the offer to accept to such 
shares as should be actually allott?d by the directors. It 
had been contended that an appropriation of shares to 
the applicant, without formal “ allotment,” would have 
been enough to complete the agreement, but his Lordship 
said, “ Allotment is a word well understood in the case of 
persons who have the misfortune to be connected with 





companies of this description, and I cannot attach the 
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meaning of appropriation to it. Looking to the terms 
of the contract, with reference to the acceptance or allat- 
ment of shares, I am of opinion that there did not arise 
any contract until the time when the directors should 
make an allotment of the shares,” Unfortunately the 
judgment of Turner, L.J., leaves us in doubt whether, if 
the words of application had merely been—* and I agree 
to accept the same, or any less number which may be 
allotted to me,” the result of his Lordship’s decision 
would have been the same. It seems clear, however, from 
the case, that a mere silent retention of deposit money 
cannot be considered as an acceptance by the company, 
so as to bind the applicant. As to these words “ agree to 
accept,” &c., it seems reasonable to refer, by analogy, the 
descriptive word “allotted,” as well to the shares spoken 
of as “the same” as to those alluded to as “any less 
number,” and to expect that the Court would, in a similar 
case, hold that the offer was to accept generally such 
shares, not exceeding a certain number, as should be 
“allotted.” At any rate, we may gather these inferences 
from the case: that where the offer is to take such shares 
as may be allotted, nothing short of formal “ allotment ”’ 
will bind the applicant. It is also clear that without 
this stipulation, the applicant may be bound before allot- 
ment by a simple notice of acceptance. 

An allotment, however, will not. be binding on the 
applicant unless made by the properly qualified persons; 
80 in Howard’s case, 14 W. R. 942, where a board of 
directors, having power to act by a quorwm of three, 
delegated the allotment of shares to the manager of the 
company and two private directors, an allotment by 
these three individuals was held invalid, and, conse- 
quently, not binding on the person who had been treat- 
ing for shares. 

Where an offer to take shares is made in the ordinary 
form, it would appear that if an “allotment” is made 
thereon a contract is thereby completed, and that a noti- 
fication of the allotment to the applicant is not necessary 
in order to bind him. In Carmichael’s case, 17 Sim. 166, 
Kindersley, V.C., said, speaking of applications for 
shares:—“ All such applications are made on an implied 
condition that they shall be answered promptly, or, 
otherwise, that the party applying shall not be bound 
by his application.” But the recent cases run counter 
to the inference which might be drawn from his 
Honour’s words. In Cookney’s case, 7 W. R. 22, Mr. 
Cookney had made an application, agreeing to take 
fifty shares, and paid a deposit; the shares were 
allotted to him, but no letter of allotment was ever 
sent. The Lords Justices were of opinion that the 
application and allotment constituted a binding agree- 
ment. In Blowam’s case, 12 W. R. 995, Mr. Bloxam, on 
April 25, 1863, applied verbally for shares, and handed 
in a deposit at the same time, upon the understanding 
that, if the shares were not allotted, it should be returned. 
On the 27th he called at the company’s office, but the 
company had removed. It appeared that the shares were 
allotted to him on that day; immediately afterwards the 
company collapsed. The Lords Justices (duditante Knight 
Bruce, L.J.) affirmed the Master of the Rolls’ decision, 
that a binding agreement had been constituted; and the 
result of cases certainly goes to show that where “ allot- 
ment” is what completes the contract, notice thereof to 
the applicant is immaterial. 

It should be noticed, however, that the cases in which 
an applicant has been held to be bound by a bare allot- 
ment of shares, without any notification, have been uni- 
formly cases in which the decision has been given by a 
court of equity, in favour of an official liquidator, when 
the company has been in course of being wound-up; itis 
doubtful whether a court of common law would uphold 
this principle in favour of the company merely upon an 
action for calls: see the Ramsgate Hotel Company’s case 
(infra), There may be this difference between the hand- 
ling of the subject by the common law and equity courts 
respectively. 

Of course until the company have, by allotment or 








@ communication to the applicant, accepted his offer; 
he is at liberty to retract it either wholly or partially 
(as by diminishing the number of shares he is willing 
to take up). Re The Ewhall Coal Company (Mile’s 


‘case), 18 W. R, 219, may be consulted on this subject. 


Allotment also, in order to bind the applicant, must be 
imade within a reasonable time; accordingly, in Ramsgate 
Victoria Hotel Company v. Goldsmid, 14 W. R. 335, 
where application for shares was made on the 8th of 
June, an allotment made on the 23rd of November was 
held not to have been made within a reasonable time. 
We have noticed that where a stipulation is introduced 
by either side, no contract is concluded until the other 
side has signified its acceptance of the condition. 
These conditions are not infrequent, and may proceed 
from either side. Sometimes the stipulation is by the 
individual, perhaps for time to pay, as in Howard’s case 
(ubi sup.); sometimes the offer to take shares is qualified 
by a stipulation that the applicant shall be employed by 
the company in certain matters, as in Shackleford’s case, 
14 W. R. 1001; or it may be that the company has in- 
troduced a new stipulation into the transaction, as by 
appending to their reply to the letter of application, that 
a certain payment must be made by a certain time, and 
that in default the shares wlll be forfeited, as in Addi- 
nell’s case (infra). In all these cases there can be no 
contract binding on the other side, until an acceptance 
of the condition, whatever it may be, has been signified. 
Cases in which the offer emanates from the company 
are usually those in which an issue of reserved or for- 
feited shares is made, which are, in the first instance, 
offered to the shareholders of the company. Addinell’s 
case, 14 W. R. 72, is a very instructive case of this de- 
scription, especially from the light it throws upon the 
effect of a stipulation introduced into the transaction. 
In that case the Leeds Banking Company, in June, 1864, 


| addressed the following circular to their shareholders :— 


“Sir,—The directors of, &c., being of opinion that it is 
desirable to issue the reserved shares, have directed me 
to offer you one share for each five shares held by you, at 
the sum of £30 per share. As you hold —— shares 
you are entitled to ——- of the new shares. I shall be 
obliged if you will, within fourteen days from this date, 
sign and return me the annexed form, stating whether 
you are desirous of taking up the shares, and also whether, 
in the event of any shares remaining, you wish to have 
any more allotted to you. If so, please say how many. 
If taken up, the amount must be paid to the bank on or 
before the Ist of October next (if paid before that time 
interest at £5 per cent. will be allowed), and the shares 
will then be entitled to one quurter’s dividend at the end 
of the year.” Appended to this circular was a form, 
which Mr. Addinell filled up as follows:—* In reply to 
your letter of the 23nd instant, I agree to take [four] 
shares, being my proportion of allotment, and [my pro- 
portion of] shares, in addition, if I can have them on the 
terms stated in your circular.” In July the directors in- 
formed Mr. Addinell by circular that they had allotted 
four of the “ remaining ” shares, in addition to the four 
he had accepted as his proportion, and the circular pro- 
ceeded thus:—“ The amount to be paid to the bank on or 
before the 1st of October next, or the shares will be for- 
feited.” Nothing further was done by either party; Mr. 
Addinell did not make any payment on the shares, the 
bank failed, and the present case came before Kindersley, 
V.C., upon an application by the official liquidator. His 
Honour held that the circular above set out amounted to 
a distinct offer of four shares, and a request to know 
whether more would be wanted, but not to an efferof more. 
That Mr. Addinell’s reply amounted to an unconditional 
acceptance of the four shares together with an effer to take 
more, and, consequently, that if the company had replied 
with an unconditional acceptance of that offer, that 
would have constituted a contract as to further shares, 
subject to the question what was meant by the words 
“my proportion in addition.” But the reply of the com- 
pany having introduced a new term into the bargain 
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(that of forfeiture in default of payment), and there 
being nothing to show that Mr. Addinell had ever 
accepted the further shares, with this condition tacked 
on to them, there was no contract as to them. This 
case, as we have said, is a very good one to illustrate the 
effect of a stipulation introduced into the transaction. 
It will be observed that the concluding words of the 
company’s first circular mention nothing whatever about 
forfeiture, although they state a time for payment. 

There is one point which may arise in cases of this 
kind, but does not appear to have been raised as yet, and 
that is—Where shares have been formally “allotted” 
upon an application in the ordinary form, and nothing 
has been done to connect the allotment with any con- 
dition as to forfeiture in case of nonpayment, &c., but 
some time afterwards a letter of allotment is forwarded 
to the applicant containing a condition, what is the 
result? Is the condition to be referred to the allotment 
in point of time, and so to nullify it until accepted by 
the applicant; or, if the contract can be considered as 
completed, when the allotment was made (and we have 
seen that a contract may be so completed), must it not 
stand, and the condition only be considered void? We 
leave this for our readers’ consideration. The subject of 
constructive agreements to take shares, together with 
some other considerations, must be reserved for another 
week. 


THE LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 
29 & 30 VicToRIe, 1866. 


Cap. XXXVIIL—An Act to amend an Act of the fifty- 
fourth year of King George the Third, chapter one 
hundred and twenty-three, to prevent frauds and abuses 
in the trade of hops. 


There are certain trades so entirely dependent on ex- 
ternal circumstances, as they may be called, whereby to 
designate the quality of the articles dealt in, as to make 
a systematic fraud of a very.simple nature remarkably 
profitable. The alteration of a symbol intended to show 
the quality of the goods marked with that symbol is so 
easily effected that its frequent recurrence has called 
public attention to the necessity for providing a remedy. 
The hop trade is one of those eminently liable to be 
affected by this species of fraud, not only because inferior 
hops come in large quantities from foreign countries, but 
even in the quality of the choicest and best sorts there is 
so much difference that they are always chosen and their 
price regulated by the county and parish where they are 
grown, the names of which, together with some symbol 
adopted by the grower, are required to be placed upon 
each pocket. Not many months ago a person was de- 
tected in putting inferior hops into an old pocket, marked 
with a brand indicating the first quality of hops, and 
selling them as the superior sort at the highest market 
price. It is to meet such frauds as this that the Act now 
under consideration was passed. Why the provisions of 
the 25 & 26 Vict. c. 87 (Merchandise Marks Act, 1862), 
were not thought sufficient for this purpose may be due 
to the peculiarity of the particular offence, and to the 
peculiar nature of the trade in hops, and it cannot but 
be desired that such a branch of industry as is carried on 
by growers of and dealers in hops should have every 
reasonable protection extended to it. 

Every grower is required, under a penalty, to mark on 
each bag or pocket, not only his own name and the name 
of the parish and county in which the hops contained in 
it are grown, but also the date of the year, the exact 
weight, and a progressive number indicating the number 
of pockets grown and weighed during the current year. 
Hops of different qualities or values are not allowed to 
be mixed. No one is allowed to re-bag hops. The issu- 
ing of false marks or the wilfully altering marks is 
forbidden under a penalty in each case of £20, one-half 
of which is to go to the informer, who may also recover 
his full costs and charges. The conviction of an offender 
onder this Act is not to affect the right to a civil remedy 





any person may be entitled to; and the 19th section 
gives the party aggrieved by any offence committed 
under this Act the right to recover damages in respect 
thereof. Being very stringent there can be very little 
doubt that this Act will effectually prevent the frequent 
commission of the frauds sought to be provided against, 


Cap. XXXIX.—An Act to consolidate the duties of the 
Exchequer and Audit departments, to regulate the re. 
ceipt, custody, and issue of public moneys, and to pros 
vide for the audit of the accounts thereof. 

More enlarged and detailed than the Act of last 
session for consolidating the offices of Comptroller. 
General of the Exchequer and chairman of the Board 
of Audit, this Act not only provides for the render. 
ing and auditing of all public accounts, properly so. 
called, but also of “any other public accounts which, 
though not relating directly to the receipt or ex- 
penditure of Imperial funds, the Treasury may, by 
minute to be laid before Parliament, direct.” The Act 
of last session contained but three sections, and was 
a crude production prepared and passed in a hurry in 
answer to popular clamour consequent on what was 
known as the “Edmunds Scandal;” by this Act the 
other is repealed, and, in effect, re-enacted in a statute 
containing forty-one sections, which appears thoroughly 
to respond to the requirements which called it forth, 
Until, however, it has been in operation for a time it 
will be impossible to form an adequate judgment as to 
its merits, The Act commences next April. 

Cap. LII—An Act to extend the law relating to the ea- 
penses of prosecutions, and to make provision for expenses 
on charges of felony, and certain misdemeanours before 
examining magistrates. 

In accordance with the terms of the title, this Act 


! empowers magistrates before whom a bond fide charge of 


felony is made, or a charge of any of the several mis- 
demeanours enumerated in the 23rd section of the Act 
7 Geo. 4, c. 64, or in the 2nd section of the Act 14 & 15 
Vict. c. 55, to grant a certificate of the expenses, and of 
the amount to be allowed for trouble and loss of time to 
the witnesses appearing and examined, in like manner, 
as they are authorised to do in the same classes of cases 
where the prisoner is committed for trial. As it is clearly 
in the interest of everyone that offenders, whether felons 
or only misdemeanants, should be prosecuted, this Act 
may be considered as another step towards the full and 
practical recognition of that principle which ¢will, in 
course of time, culminate in the appointment of a public 
prosecutor. 

Cap. LVII.—An Act to make further provision for the 
enrolment of certain deeds, assurances, and other instru- 
ments relating to charitable trusts. 

Power is, by this Act, given to any trustee of a charity 
to apply to the Court of Chancery, by summons in a sum- 
mary way, and without service, upon any person for an 
order to authorise the enrolment of any deed, not enrolled 
within the time limited by law, and the Court may, on 
being satisfied that the deed is made bond fide for valuable 
consideration, &c., make the order asked. Such a 
power as this, to be exercised without notice to other 
parties, is most unusual; but doubtless the Court of 
Chancery, with the machinery at its command, will be 
able to exercise a wise discretion in granting any orders 
under this Act, and to require all such evidence as will 
satisfactorily show the actual position as regards title, &c., 
of the property dealt with by the deed asked to be en- 
rolled. 


Cap. LXVIIL—An Act to amend the law relating to the 
granting of pensions and superannuation allowances to 
persons holding certain offices connected with the ad- 
ministration of justice in England, 

Suum cuigque is evidently the guiding principle of the 
framers of this Act, which, in truth, only gives to a cer- 
tain class of public servants their due; or, we should 
rather say, empowers the Lord Chancellor to do so: for it 
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js upon his declaration that, with the consent of the 
Treasury, the Act is to be made to apply to any public 
office. Many posts in the law offices can only be given 
to barristers of a certain standing, or to solicitors who, 
whatever their previous position in their profession may 
have been, are, by their appointment to a public office, 
precluded from carrying it on even in their leisure hours. 
Necessarily many of these gentlemen, and especially 
those who do not go through a course of rising by 
seniority, are appointed comparatively late in life; and 
when they are compelled by age or bodily infirmity 
to retire after a term of perhaps fifteen or twenty 

» gervice, their pension is calculated upon their 
actual time of occupation of their office, no re- 
gard being had to the value of the qualification 
required of them previously to their appointment. 
And this has, in many instances, worked a double in- 
justice—an injustice on the one hand towards these office- 
holders, who have devoted the best years of their life to 
aservice which, perhaps, has only given them an income 
sufficient to maintain their position with. respectability, 
and without a possibility of laying by something for old 
age, and in return for this undivided labour gives, as a 
retiring pension, the merest pittance ; and an injustice, 
on the other hand, towards the public, who, whatever 
they pay, expect and are entitled to expect and receive 
the services of men capable of active and continuous work, 
while the very circumstances of their position compels 
gentlemen to “hold on” long after their capacity for 
properly fulfilling their duties is departed by reason of 
old age. That this need be so no longer is a subject of 
congratulation both to the profession and to the law 
officials whom the Act concerns. A term commensurate 
with the qualification may now, by direction of the Lord 
Chancellor, be added to the term of actual service, and 
the public will be the last to complain that those from 
whom they require much are adequately compensated at 
the end of their term of arduous labour, and that when 
time and age begin to tell upon them they may, with 
comfort, withdraw to make room for an infusion of 
younger and consequently more active blood. 


Cap. LXXXIV.—An Act to amend the laws for the regu- 
lation of the profession of attorneys and solicitors in 
Ireland, and to assimilate them to those in England. 


Last year we noticed shortly an Act (28 & 29 Vict. c. 85) 
which assimilated the apprenticeship and admission of pro- 
curators in Scotland tothe practice in England, with regard 
to the admission of attorneys and solicitors, and now we 
have to note a similar Act with regard to the admission 
of attorneys and solicitors to practice in the Irish courts 
of law and equity. Everything which tends to raise the 
character and status of professional men, must tend to 
their ultimate benefit, and our Irish brethren may con- 
gratulate themselves that they have the benefit of the 
experience acquired here in the working of several sta- 
tutes, the best and chiefest provisions of which are here 
embodied in one Act. 





PARLIAMENTARY REGISTRATION.—No. II. 


Politics in England are too generally regarded as a 
species of bloodless warfare, in which everything, accord- 
ing to the adage, is fair. Agents resort to all manner 
of devices, lawful or unlawful, for obtaining a victory, 
well aware that their antagonists are probably playing 
similar tricks, and perfectly conscious also that the law 
will exact a penalty if they are discovered. A candidate 
whose agents are detected in bribery or other illegal mea- 
sures is unseated, just as a general may experience a 
severe defeat if his stratagems are counteracted by the 
enemy. And while public opinion remains in its present 
condition, while political immorality, at least as regards 
elections, is no stigma on a man’s personal character, this 
can hardly be otherwise, The same thing holds good, in 
its degree, of registration, which has always been reckoned 
an important branch of political warfare; and though 





the consequences are not so pernicious, though the worst 
sin is a little sharp practice in pressing an objection, or 
the taking of a frivolous objection in the hope that the 
voter will not appear to defend his right, yet the whole 
principle of county registration is thus vitiated. It being 
necessary that a register of voters should exist, it. ought 
to be some one’s duty to see that the register is duly made 
and kept correct; and this is, in fact, the principle adopted 
in boroughs. But in the counties all is left nominally to 
the individual voters, virtually to political parties, with re- 
sults occasionally creditable to the vigilance of the agents, 
but totally unsuccessful when they do not supersede the 
innocent theory of the law. In truth, the system of 
serving objections, and proving the service of them, and 
the minute accuracy very properly required in so doing, 
render it practically impossible that any person should 
make more than an isolated objection or so on his own 
private account. Any one who had not studied the matter 
carefully would inevitably make some error or omission, 
which, however slight, would probably be fatal; whereas 
a party-agent has the body of his notices printed, the 
names filled in by clerks, and the service of the whole 
batch readily proved. Thus the iaw has tended to destroy 
its own theory; and if changes can be introduced, which 
will further not the interests of party, but the rights of the 
voters irrespective of party, the remaining work may be 
left in the hands which now perform it, not only without 
harm, but to some practical advantage. 

In saying that the principle of borough registration is 
the right one, we by no means intend to assert that the 
system is perfect. We may suggest several reforms in 
regard to the powers of the revising barrister and the 
practice of the registration courts (matters in which there 
is no difference between borough and county), which 
would tend towards removing inconveniences now felt, 
and towards a more uniform administration of the law. 
Every change, however, in the system of registration 
of county voters ought to make it approximate more 
closely to that prevailing in boroughs, so as to make the 
production of a primd facie correct register, as far as 
practicable, an official act. And though the fundamental 
difference between borough and county qualifications, 
pointed out in our last article, renders it impossible that 
the two systems should be made identical, yet we hope to 
be able to suggest means of approaching to this desirable 
consummation. 

Under the method of the Registration Act no county 
voter could change his residence without exposing him- 
self to an objection, and to the treuble of appearing before 
the revising barrister to defend his vote. A new claim was 
his only means of correcting the description; and this, 
in many instances, led as certainly to an objection, or, if 
no objection was taken, the voter’s name very pro 
appeared a second time on the register, with a new de- 
scription as well as the old one. The recent Act, how- 
ever, has removed this evil by providing that any voter 
whose address is incorrect on the old register, may make 
a statutory declaration, which will be evidence on which 
the revising barrister may amend the description, and 
this whether the vote has been objected to or not. By 
this means not only has a practical grievance been 
abolished, but the door has been opened for other equally 
useful reforms. For the declarations on this subject are 
directed to be sent to the clerk of the peace, who is to 
allow them to be perused within certain reasonable limits 
of time, and is to present them, duly arranged, to the re- 
vising barrister. This machinery of statutory deolara- 
tions, to be transmitted through a competent and respon- 
sible officer, once established, it becomes easy to employ it 
in furnishing evidence on claims of other kinds, 

It is with respect to really new claims that a complete 
remodelling of the present system is most urgently re- 
quired. At present every claimant not objected to obtains 
ipso facto a place on the register without any investiga- 
tion of his claim ; and though it may seem at first sight 
fair and reasonable that a claimant whose right is vir- 
tually admitted by his political antagonists should be put 
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to no further trouble, yet practical experience pronounces 
a decided opinion against the presumption. Only those 
who have tried it know how many unfounded claims are 
made, either through ignorance on the part of the 
claimant, or the agent taking his chance of the flaw not 
being detected. Holders of under-leases not fulfilling the 
requisite conditions, occupiers who have been less than a 
year in occupation, or who hold their farms under diffe- 
rent landlords, purchasers who have been less than six 
months in possession, appear on too many lists of claim- 
ants, and are rejected at the revision court through the 
vigilance of the opposing agent. No one seems to con- 

ider these invalid claims to be immoral—it is all part of 
the great war of politics, in which everything is fair; 
and under the practical conditions of the present regis- 
tration system, there is at least an excuse for them. The 
consequence is, that every new claimant is systematically 
objected to by the opposite side, and the rates, to say 
nothing of the party subscriptions, are doubly burdened 
with costs. So completely is this practice recognised, 
that revising barristers seldom or never dllow costs 
against groundless objections to new claims, thus vir- 
tually establishing the reasonable rule that every claimant 
should be to prove his qualification. The Act 
of 1865 also implicitly recognises the same rule, for it 
allows objections to be made against new claims without 
specifying the ground of objection, while compelling the 
statement of such grounds in all objections to the old 
register. Thus practically, by a clumsy and circuitous 
method, a right result is attained—a result which might 
be gained with much less cost and trouble under a dif- 
ferent system. 

New claims, considered with reference merely to the 
register, are made by three different classes of persons— 
1. Oceupiers under the Chandos clause. 2. Those who 
succeed, by inheritance or by purchase, to the property 
in respect of which some other person is actually on the 

ister. 3. Those possessing property qualifications in 
respect of which no one appears on the old register. 
While contending that all claimants alike are bound to 
prove their qualifications before the revising barrister — 
a principle which the present law does not profess to 
recognise, though it is virtually carried out in practice 
wherever political agents are active—we hope to show 
that these classes of claimants may be very differently 
treated in respect of the evidence by which their claim is 
to be substantiated. 

1. Occupiers of £50 holdings must necessarily be as 
well known in their respective parishes as borough voters, 
and it would be easy, if desirable, to impose on the over- 
seers the task which they perform in boroughs, of put- 
ting on the register persons so entitled. But inasmuch 
86 Overseers in country parishes are very often ignorant 
men, who make frequent mistakes in performing the 
much simpler duty now entrusted to them, it would seem 
better to make the individuals claim as now, but by a 
statutory declaration passing through.the hands of the 
clerk of the peace. The severe penalty imposed for fal- 
sifying any of the declarations, sanctioned by the Act of 
1865, together with the notoriety which necessarily 
attaches to occupation, would be amply sufficient to 
insure these claims being made only when legitimate; 
and the declaration, especially if made according to a form 
provided by Act of Parliament, wculd be good evidence 
for the revising barrister, as in the case of the declaration 
about change of residence already introduced. 

2. The class of claimants who have succeeded to a 
property qualification, in virtue of which some other 
person has hitherto been registered, might be treated in a 
very similar manner, The nature of the qualification 
having already been once proved to the satisfaction of 
the Court, thece is no need of proving more than the 
identity of the new possessor. But inasmuch as owner- 
ship is not, like occupancy, notorious, a declaration on the 
part of the person entitled would hardly suffice as proof — 
ot least there would be a greater opportunity for frand 
than ought reasonably to be left open as a temptation for 





the unscrupulous, Supposing, however, that the declary. 
tion of the claimant were supplemented by another, jp 
the case of a purchase, from the vendor to the effect tha 
he had sold to the claimant—in the case of an heir 
devisee, from the executoror administrator of the d 

to the effect that the person on the register was really 
dead, and the claimant duly entitled as his successor 
such evidence, combined with the existing safeguards 
might fairly satisfy the revising barrister of the validity 
of the claim. 

3. The remaining class of really new claimants mng 
be satisfied to appear and prove their claims in the present 
manner; it is obviously impossible to lay down any general 
rules whereby this can be avoided. It would also be open 
to claimants of the other classes, who had omitted to seni 
in the necessary declarations, to appear before the revising 
barrister. 

Thus every new claim should be required to be 
but as many of these as practicable should be proved by 
statutory forms, thereby dispensing with the attendance 
of many voters at the registration court, and saving all 
parties the cost and trouble attendant on a vast number 
of the objections now of necessity made. The work im 
posed on the revising barrister would, in contested dis 
tricts, be greatly diminished, for he practically now hay 
to hear a vivd voce discussion on every new claim, and in 
uncontested districts would not be materially increased; 
and a much nearer approach would be made to an equal 
system of reasonably correct registers, without leaving 
everything dependent on the exertions of rival political 
parties. 

The system of objections, as amended by the legis 
lation of 1865, is now perfect, so far as relates to the 
objections themselves. It is necessary to: specify, in 
fact, the nature of the exception taken to the register as 
it stands; and those objections which touch not the 
qualification, but merely the description of the voter, 
may be met, simply and easily, by the declarations already 
mentioned. The minute accuracy required in writing 
and serving them is not unreasonable, and, whatever 
irritated and ignorant voters may say in the newspaper, 
very few objections are, in fact, made without fair 
grounds for so doing. Let the principles we have been 
contending for with respect to new claims be once 
carried out, and the relief of the Act of 1865 generally 
understood, and we should hear very few complaints of 
unfounded objections. It might, perhaps, be desirable 
to give a revising barrister the power of inflicting s 
heavier fine even than £5, where he had reason 
believe the objection was not only groundless in fact, 
but deliberately made without excuse; but the liability 
to £5 is quite enough to deter agents in general from 
making totally unfounded objections on the chance of 
the voter not appearing, besides that this would, in mos 
cases meet with general disapprobation, as exceeding the 
fair license of the game. How far the present cours 
are satisfactorily able to carry out the present or an im 
proved system, how far the powers and duties of the 
revising barrister might advantageously be defined anew, 
are questions too complicated to be discussed in a pati 
graph at the end of a long article. 





JUDICIAL STATISTICS, 1865.—Part I. 
(Continued from page 1097.) 

The returns which show the number of criminals com- 
mitted for trial indicate that the numbers rise and fall 
without apparently any rule, For instance, in the yeat 
1863 the number committed was 20,818; in 1864, 19,506; 
and in 1865, 19,614, being a large decrease on the num 
bers of 1864 and an increase om those of 1865, but not » 
great as to como up to the numbers of 1863, It is, how 
ever, satisfactory to be able to observe that this increas 
of crime is not attributable to the graver classes 
offences, but to such as are classed as offences 
property without violence. In the class of offences 
against the person we find a decrease of 2'5 per oent,, and 
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in offences against property with violence a decrease of 
36 per cent., on the numbers in the year 1864 committed 
for tri: 

In the year 1865 there was no commitment for forgery 
and uttering forged bank-notes; in 1864 there was one; 
in 1863 there were two; the average for the five years, 
1860-64, gives 15; for the five preceding years the 
average is 30. For forging and uttering other forged 


instruments there is an increase of more than 12 per 


cent. Out of the 19,614 persons committed for trial, 
4,842, or more than one in five, were acquitted and dis- 
charged, 32 were detained as insane, and the remainder, 
14,740 were convicted. Only 20 of these were sentenced 
to death, of whom 7 were executed and 1 committed 
suicide in prison; in 1864 there were 19 executed out of 
82 sentenced to death. It is remarkable that the num- 
ber sentenced to death in 1865 is the lowest on record, 
and the report here invites a comparison with the num- 
ber forty years ago (1825), which was no less than 1,036. 
Those sanguinary days are gone never to return; but now 
that the number of executions is so small, the advocates 
of the abolition of capital punishment will have a much 
weaker case to go to the country with seeing that so 
small a proportion of capital sentences is carried out. 
Nineteen cases were submitted for the decision of the 
Court of Criminal Appeal, being 5 less than in 1864. 
In 12 cases the conviction pronounced by the Court 
below was affirmed, and in 5 reversed. 

From the statistics of prisons we find that the total 
number of persons committed was 137,421, as against 
139,286 in the previous year, being a decrease of 1°5 per 
cent, It may be merely a coincidence, but this decrease 
is more than made up of females, there being an increase 
of 200 in the males committed and a decrease of 2,065 
in the females. Again, we observe that there is a de- 
crease of 1,228, or 2.7 per cent., in the number of pri- 
soners re-committed; but these latter form more than 38 
per cent, of the whole number of prisoners in the year 
1865. No less than 3,646 had been imprisoned more 
than ten times. 

The ages of criminals are given in such a way as to 
show that the majority of them are between the ages of 
16 and 40, and that nearly one half of these are between 
the ages of 21 and 30. About 35 per cent. of the 
prisoners could neither read nor write, and 60 per cent. 
could only read or read and write imperfectly, while but 
0'2 per cent. had received a superior education. The 
value of these statistics, as showing the effect of education 
in reducing crime, is questionable, for it would be easy 
to argue that education assists men to conceal their 
crimes as much as or more than it prevents their com- 
mitting them. The sanitary state of our prisons is 
slightly on the increase, the deaths among prisoners 
having been fewer in proportion to the number of 
prisoners than in previous years. In the year 1865 our 
prisons cost us £558,757 14s. 3d., being an average of 
£30 15s, 3d. for each prisoner; or, deducting some ex- 
traordinary charges for buildings, £24 3s. 3d. Out of 
the large sum expended on prisons and prisoners £44,857 
was provided by the prisoners themselves, being the 
value of their labour, &c.; £408,634 was provided from 
local rates; and £110,265 from the public revenue, 
Convicts undergoing penal servitude and remaining in 
prison on the 31st of March, 1865, numbers! 7,975, and 
in 1864, 7,558, 

There are now 52 reformatory schools in this country, 
to which 1,185 children under the age of 16 years were 
committed, for various terms, during the year 1865, and 
in September of that year 3,388 remained. No less than 
86 per cent. of those committed to reformatories in 1865 
were committed for larcenies and attempts to steal ; the 
other offences were of the most varied desoription, in- 
cluding housebreaking, unlawful possession of goods, 
fraudulent offences, embezzlement, horse stealing, sheep 
stealing, robbery on the highway, arson, assault, forgery, 
vagrancy, kc. During the year more than a thousand 
left these reformatories, either on licence or having com- 


pleted their term. The state of education of these 
children, as shown by their capacity to read and write, 
demonstrates that the majority of them belong to the 
very poorest classes. About 50 per cent. can neither 
read nor write, about 36 per cent. can do so imperfectly, 
and 10 per cent. can read and write well. The expense 
of these reformatories amounted to £48,505 15s. 1d., 
being £1,198 more than that of the previous year. 
Of this amount the parents of children contributed 
£2,318 6s, 7d. 

Industrial schools form another instrument for the re- 
formation of our juvenile criminals who are sent to these 
schools immediately upon conviction, without undergoing 
a previous term of imprisonment. In these schools 858 
children are detained. at a cost of £15,493 15s. 4d. 

Lunatic asylums for criminals contained, at the com- 
mencement of the year, 1,008 criminals, and 298 were re- 
ceived during that period ; of these 65 died and 1 com- 
mitted suicide; 53 became sane, and others were removed 
from various causes, leaving 1,032 in confinement at the 
end of the year. The number committed during the year 
shows a decrease of 27 as compared with the number 
committed in 1864, The expense of these asylums was 
£49,311 11s. 10d., and was contributed as follows :— 
County rates supplied, £4,495 11s. 9d,; borough rates, 
£1,315 17s.; parish rates, £4,963 6s. 7d.; public revenues, 
£36,019 2s. 1d.; private funds, £2,517 14s. 5d. The 
great State criminal lunatic asylum at Broadmoor cost 
£26,499 12s. 10d., being an increase on the previous 
year’s outlay of more than seven thousand pounds. Two 
criminal lunatics remain at Bethlem Hospital at a cost of 
£111, being an average of £55 per head; whereas in the 
county lunatic asylums the highest average cost per 
head is £29 11s. 1d., and the lowest £16 4s. 8d., while 
the general average is £22 11s, 11d. 

It may be seen from the foregoing statements what an 
enormous charge on the public revenue the criminal 
classes of this country now are, and that that charge is 
annually increasing in spite of laws ably administered, 
and in spite of a very elaborate machinery for the re- 
form of juvenile offenders. While it cannot be said that 
our efforts to nip crime in the bud are totally unavailing, 
it requires great faith to believe they will ever exhibit a 
very high average of efficiency. 





REVIEW. 


A Treatise on the Game Laws. By Joun Locke, Esq., 
M.P., Q.C., Recorder of Brighton. The Fifth Edition. 
By GiumorE Evans, Esq. Sweet; Stevens & Haynes. 
Our law reformers have not yet attempted the codification 

or consolidation of the game laws. Perhaps they are wise in 

refraining from raising discussion upon an unpopular and 
dangerous topic, but the result is that while no subject could 
be more easily dealt with by a single comprehensive statute, 
the law relating to it is scattered over no as than eighteen 
different Acts of Parliamext, which are wholly or partially 
printed in the new edition of Mr. Locke's treatise. It is 
only necessary to run the eye over the titles of these Acts to 
see how difficult it would be for the lawyer or sportsman to 
attempt to discover the law applicable to a particular case 
without the aid of such a collection as the present. We are 
not surprised at meeting with Poaching Acts, Inland Revenue 

Acts, or Larceny and Malicious Injury Acts, but who would 

suspect that the Mutiny Act and the Act regulating the 

Royal Marines contained sections devoted to the protection 

of game? Such however is the case, and it is noticeable 

that it is the destruction of game by the officers and not by 

the private soldiers which it is found necessary to prohibit. 
As many as eight Acts of Parliament, more or less affectin, 

the game laws, have been passed within the last six years, anc¢ 

Mr. Evans, in despair of achieving the hopeless task of system- 

atically grouping them, has wisely arranged all the statutes 





in chronological order. The first (with the exception ofa night 
mohing Act of 9 Goo. 4) is the ** Act to amend the laws in 

Bratend relative to Game” (} & 2 Will, & e. 32) whieh in 

the year 1831 was the subject of much acrimonious diseussi 





+ Ht made a clean sweep of a score and upwanis of Acts, ranging 
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from 13 Richard II. to 59 George III., and revolutionized 
the game laws by substituting annual game certificates, en- 
titling the holders to kill game, for the ‘‘ qualification” 
which restricted the privilege to persons having freeholds of 
the annual value of £100 or leases for ninety-nine years or 
more of the annual value of £150, the sons and heirs of 
esquires or persons of higher degree, and the owners of parks 
and forests. It also legalized the sale.of game which had 
previonsly (strange as it seems +o us now) been entirely pro- 

ibited. The strict and summary provisions which it con- 
tained for the punishment of offenders, caused the framers of 
the Act to be much assailed for their supposed undue lean- 
ing in favour of the proprietors of land, but it cannot be de- 
nied that it greatly improved the law. In abolishing pro- 

rty qualification it did away with a curious relic of 
eudalism which probably owed its origin less to a desire to 
preserve game than to a fear of trusting the lower orders with 
arms and of keeping alive a warlike spirit among them by 
allowing them to indulge in the kindred ime of the 
chase. For an illustration of this jealousy of class and of the 
pews, character of the early game laws, we need not go 

yond the of this volume, where we find the 13 Richd. 
2, c. 18, which was only repealed as to England and Wales 
by the Act of 1831, pt | is still formally unrepealed as to 
Ireland, reprinted with the statutes relating to that portion 
of the Queen’s dominions. The translation of its pre- 
amble is as follows:—‘‘ Item forasmuch as divers artificers 
labourers and servants and grooms keep peer and 
other dogs and on the holidays when good Christian people 
be at Church hearing divine service they go hunting in 
parks warrens and connigries of lords and others to the ve 
great destruction of the same, and sometimes under suc 
colout they make their assemblies conferences and conspira- 
cies for to rise! and disobey their allegiance it is ordained, 
ete.” It prohibits artificers and others possessing lands or 
tenements of less annus] value than forty shillings, and 
priests ‘‘ that be not advanced to the value of ten pounds by 
the year,” from keeping dogs, or using ferrets or nets for 
taking game under penalty of a year’s imprisonment. It is 
an odd distinction which is impliedly drawn here between 
priests and Christian —— who go to Church. They 
must have been strange days to live in when parsons were 
poachers and poachers conspirators ; albeit maypoles stood 
on village greens, and morrice dances—lamented panacea 
for social ills—abounded. 

The most useful of the recent statutes is the 25 & 26 
Vict. c. 114, passed in 1862, for the purpose of enabling 
constables, without warrant, to search persons passing alon 
the highway whom they may suspect of coming from lanc 
where they have been unlawfully in pursuit of game, and 
to take away any game, guns, or nets, which may be found 
upon them. Poachers who got well away, without discovery, 
from the scene of their depredations, might, previously, march 
boldly along the highway with their guns under their arms 
and their pockets bulging with rabbits. It has been held 
under this Act that it is not necessary to support a con- 
viction, to give proof of a trespass on any particular 
lands, it being sufficient if the circumstances are such as 
properly to lead to the inference that the offence has been 
committed. This is an inference which few justices of the 
asa will have a difficulty in arriving at, when men have 

een found in the neighbourhood of their rves with 
birds still warm in their pockets, and the Act is likely to be 
of extensive application. 

Besides the recent legislation, there have been some im- 
portant cases argued lately upon that well-worn old subject 
the common law of game ; and even the highest tribunal in 
the land was engaged last year for several days in considering 
whether or not a man, who starts game on another's private 
ground and kills it on the land of a third person, does not 
acquire a property in the slain game, although guilty ofa tres- 
pass against both landowners,—a question which much per- 
plexed some of the learned Lords. For an account of these 
cases the reader cannot do better than have recourse to the 
interesting introduction to this collection of statutes. There 
he will find a quaint store of historical and legal research. 
He may read of the laws of ‘‘ vert and venison,” of ‘‘ wood- 
motes” and ‘‘free warren,” of the Charta de Foresta, and 
the ay of our ancestors against the canker of the 
“‘royal forest,” (that ‘‘ certain territory or circuit of woody 

ounds and fruitful pastures, privileged for wild beasts and 
owls of forest, chaseand warren, to rest and abide there in 


the safe protection of the king for his princely delight and, jections, and pointed out that not only hac 
pleasure,)” which, with its barbarous “ particular officers, ' persons so condemned never been asked during the four and 





laws and privileges,” was spreading with Upas blight over 
the land. Wye Say taal of Lord Ellenborough in later times, 
when black letter law was quoted to justify hunting witha 
pack of foxhounds throngh Cashiobury-park, as being “the 
pursuit of a noxious animal and ravenous beast of prey,” 
directing a Hertfordshire jury, with some humour, to sq 
whether they thought the trespasser pursued the fox for. 
own pleasure and amusement, or ‘with the good of the 
public for his sole and governing motive.” He may learn 
to be careful how he sets spring guns or dog spears in his 
covers; and that, though his neighbour attracts away his 
grouse by artful poy a inach of grain, he must not scare them 
from the lure by discharges of rockets and explosions of 
‘‘terrifying combustibles.” Briefly he will find much that 
is amusing and will repay perusal. 

It is only necessary to add that the learned and careful 
editor of this edition has added to the original work the 
game laws of Scotland and Ireland. These are little likely 
to be of general use to the English practitioner, but they 
render the work complete, and facilitate a comparison of the 
laws relating respectively to the three kingdoms. 





COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the Lorp CHANCELLOR). 

Re Charles Coppin.—An application was made on Tues. 
day to the Lord Chancellor at his private residence in 
Eaton-sqare, for a writ of habeas corpus in the matter of 
Charles Dubois, alias Coppin, whose extradition has been 
demanded by the French Government, upon a charge of 
forgery. We have already drawn attention in these columns 
to the case (ante p. 1078). 

The object sought to be attained by the writ of habeas 
corpus is the placing upon record a judicial decision of 
supreme authority as to the validity of the order of committal 
made by the magistrate, and as to the true construction of 
the Extradition Treaty in several important particulars; 
and, necessarily, the discharge of the prisoner should he be 
found not amenable to the terms of the treaty. 

It may be remembered that the magistrate at Bow-street 
(Mr. Vaughan) refused to accord any delay for the pare 
of appeal from his committal to a higher tribunal ; but the 
time required for this purpose was obtained from the Home 
Secretary, and an application for a habeas from the Court of 
Queen’s Bench was made to Mr. Justice Lush, the vacation 
judge, at chambers, who, however, refused to grant it, u 
the ground that, in the absence of the depositions and o' 
documents upon which the magistrate had acted, there was 
nothing to prove to the Court that there was ‘‘ probable 
cause” for believing the prisoner to he unlawfully detained 
ine y: 

The magistrate at Bow-street having declared himself to 
have no lawful authority to grant copies of the depositions 
and other documents in the case, and Mr. Justice Lush still 
refusing to act in the absence of those papers, a statement of 
the case was forwarded by Mr. Gould to the Lord Chan- 
cellor, who at once consented to come to town to hear the 
application, which was accordingly made yesterday by Mr. 
ward Clarke, of the common law bar, instructed by Mr, 
Albert Dixon, of Bedford-row, the prisoner’s solicitor. 

The facts of the case were detailed in an affidavit made 
by Mr. Gould, of the American bar, who has charge of the 
case for Mr. Dixon, setting out the circumstances of the de- 
mand by the French Government; the arrest and subse- 
quent committal ; the refusal of the magistrate to give copies 
of the depositions ; and, finally, the nature of the objections 
to the legality of the committal which had been raised at 
Bow-street by himself, and subsequently by Mr. Clarke, and 
ween now form the basis of the application for the prisoner's 
release. 

Those objections were—first, that the charge against the 
peer, is really not for ‘‘forgery,” but merely for ‘‘ utter- 
ng” a forged instrument, which is not the offence named in 
the treaty; and secondly, that the prisoner having been 
already convicted and sentenced par contwmace in France for 
the offence with which he is now charged, comes no longer 
within the ‘category of ‘‘ accused persons” contemplated by 
the treaty. 

Mr. Clarke addressed his Lordship in support of these ob- 
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years since the signing of the treaty, but that the 
talih Government had always refused to include such 
s within its operation, and that the French Govern- 
ment were so well aware of this that in now asking the sur- 
render of a man who had been openly living in Englaud for 
five years past, they had carefully suppressed all mention of 
the fet of his having been sireaky condemned for the same 
offence. 
His Lordship said that without entering upon a considera- 
tion of the force of the objections Salant on behalf of the 
isoner he considered that there was clearly a case for 
inquiry, and that the ostensible grounds of objection were 
such as to entitle the prisoner to have the case made the 
subject of public argument and of judicial decision; and the 
application on the prisoner’s behalf would therefore be 
granted. His Lordship then ordered a writ of habeas corpus 
to issue, directed to the governor of the House of Detention; 
and that the said writ should be made returnable before him- 
self at Westminster, on the first day of next term, notice to 
be given to the Home Office and the committing magistrate. 
His Lordship added that, in his opinion, the magistrate was 
right in refusing to furnish copies of the depositions in the 
case upon the mere statement that it was intended to apply 
toa higher conrt for a habeas, and that, in fact, the magis- 
trate had no authority to give such copies under such cir- 
cumstances, the proper time for their production being on 
the return of the habeas ; but that, no doubt, upon the 
issuing of the writ the authorities would afford the prisoner's 
advisers all reasonable facility for inspection of the said 
documents. 
Writ of habeas issued accordingly. 


—__— 


VICE-CHANCELLOR STUART’S CHAMBERS. 
(Before Mr. Hatt, Chief Clerk.) 
Sept. 21.—Application was made in a case in which the 
production of documents was sought. 
Mr. Haut said it had been held over and over again that 
the production of documents was not vacation business, and, 
therefore, he must refuse to entertain the application. 


Wootton v. London, Chatham, and Dover Railway Company. 
—This was a second application on the part of the defendants 
for a month’s time to answer, in consequence of the absence 
of counsel from town. 

On the part of the plaintiff it was stated that the company 
had taken possession of his land, and pulled down his houses 
without paying him a farthing, and the application was op- 
net because it was desired to get a decree as early as pos- 
sible. 

Three weeks’ time allowed on payment of costs, 

Duncan & Merton for plaintiff. 

Baxter § Co. for defendants. 

Financial Corporation v. Bristol Railway Companu.— 
In this case two months’ time to answer was asked for. The 
interrogatories, sixty or seventy in number, were said to be 
very long, and the secretary of the company was stated to be 
away, 

The application was opposed, but six weeks’ time was al- 
lowed. Costs to be costs in the cause. 


Cowland vy. Foy.—This is an interpleader suit, and the 
es "pose was for the costs of it. 

t was op on the ground that what had been obtained 
in chancery might have been got at law, where proceedings 
were pending, and therefore that the costs of the chancery 
suit should not be paid out of the fund. 

The Cuter Cierk said, in the first place it was not vaca- 
tion business, prima facie. In the next it was a suit in 
which several ies were made defendants, and he was 
asked that a fund in court, standing in the cause generally, 
should be made applicable to the payment of costs in the 
absence of parties to the suit. He should certainly make no 
such order, and before he could entertain such an application 
all parties must be served. 


It was stated that the Lord Chief Baron had made an order * 


at law which the applicant considered was wrong. 

Mr. Hatt said he should assume it to be right, and certainly 
should not sit in Mg iepre upon what Lord Chief Baron 
ba had done. The matter must be adjourned for a week. 

Solicitors, Dobson & Maynard ; W. Ditchman. 


Sept. 25,—Reay v. Reay.—This was an application for a 
month’s time, on account of the defendant's absence in 
Germany. The application was opposed, and it was urged 








that the defendant should have put in his answer before he 
left the country. 

Three weeks’ time allowed on payment of costs. 

Lofty & Co. for plaintiff. 

C. Wilkin for defendant. 


Watson v. International Bank.—In this case the summons 
was taken out for time to amend the bill, and further time 
was consented to. 

Solicitors, Lawrence, Plews, & Boyer ; Ashurst, Morris, & 
Co. ; Flux & Argles ; Johnson, Farquhar, § Co,: Linklater 
& Co. 

Joint-Stock Discount Company v. Brown.—-There were 
four summonses in this case, all for time to answer, and all 
second applications. Two months were asked in some cases 
and one month in others. 

One month allowed in all the cases on payment of costs. 

Solicitors, Lawrence, Plews, § Boyer; Hughes, Master- 
man, § Co. ; Sharpe & Co. ; Cotterill ¢ Co. 

Dunlop v. Cockburn.—This was a fourth application for 
time in an administration suit, in which three months’ time 
had already been given. The reason was stated to be that 
the gentleman who attended to the matter was out of town, 
and that he would return in a few days. 

Ten days allowed on payment of costs, 

Thrupp for plaintiff. 

Hollings § Co. for defendant. 

Knott v. Knott.—In this case three weeks’ further time 
was consented to. 

Dyne & Harvey for plaintiff. 

Day for defendant. 


Carter v. Hunt.—This is a common foreclosure suit. The 
interrogatories were filed on the 31st of July, and two month’s 
time had already been allowed. A month's further time was 
now asked. Fourteen days allowed on payment of 6s. 8d. 
costs. 

Dyne § Harvey for plaintiff. 

Cookson d& Co. for defendant. 

Lamb v. Meryweather.—This was a third rs see for 
time. On the last occasion Mr. Peake gave weeks’ 
time on payment of costs, because it was said that there 
were documents in the plaintiff's possession without seeing 
which the defendant could not answer. The reason for the 
application was now alleged to be because counsel was out of 
town 


Fourteen days allowed on payment of costs. 

D. Lamb for plaintiff. 

F. Hand for defendant. 

Miller v. Dyball.—In this case there were two summonses 
for time, being third applications. 

Time allowed. Costs, costs in the cause. 

Hodson for plaintiff. 

Field & Co. and A. Hewett for defendants. 


Mertens v. Haigh.—In this case two months’ time to 
answer interrogatories was consented to on payment of 8s, 2d. 


costs, 

Field & Co. for defendant. 

Re Gelynog Llantwit Colliery Company.—This was a sum- 
mons taken out to complete the certificate, and settle the 
advertisement for creditors, in order that a call might be 
made upon the contributories. 

The certificate was given out to be transcribed, and the 
advertisement for creditors directed to be inserted in the 
Gazette and other papers, requesting creditors to send in 
their claims before the 15th of October, the adjudication to 
be on the 8th of November. 

Taylor, Mason, § Co. for applicant. 

Re Overend, Gurney, & Company (Limited).—An applica- 
tion was made to Mr. Hall, ex parte, to take a name off the 
list of contributories on the ground of infancy. 

The Carer CLERK said he could not entertain the appli- 


cation. The list had been settled, and any such application 
as that now made must be submitted to Vice-Chancellor 
Kindersley, 

Burgon for applicant, 


Sept. 26—Re International Contract Company.—This 
was a summons taken out by a shareholder who was one of 
the petitioning creditors for leave to inspect the books of 
the company. No opposition was offered on the part of 
the official liquidator, who was stated to be willing to allow 
inspection by contributories for all proper purposes. 
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Order made as asked. Inspection to be at the office of 
the official liquidator ; and copies to be made, when desired, 
at applicant’s expense. 

Abrahams for applicant. 

Harrison & Lewis for liquidator. 

Campbell v. The Attorney-General.—This suit has reference 
to the Breadalbane The Vice-Chancellor Stuart, 
whose decision was affirmed by the Lords Justices, had ap- 
pointed Mr. John Millar, of Edinburgh, an examiner to 
take evidence to perpetuate testimony. Since his se 
ment Mr. Millar had been made Lord Advocate’s Depute. 
This was said to disqualify him ; and that, at all events, he 
would not act for the usual fees. Under these circumstances 
it was sought to substitute either Mr. Robert Stuart, or 
Mr. Edward Woodstock, of the English bar. It was also 

that Mr. Millar’s appointment was ultra vires, inas- 
much as it was an English commission. 

Mr. Millar's disqualification was denied. There was, 
likewise, some discussion as to what the position of Mr. 
Millar would be in case of a prosecution for perjury, as to 
which it was argued that the testimony could only be used 
in case of the death of the witnesses, and, consequently, 
there could be no prosecution for perjury. But these were 
not points upon which Mr. Hall felt any difficulty. 

The Cuter CLERK said he was virtually asked to dis- 
charge or alter an order made by the Lords Justices, which 
he had no power to do, but he would speak to the Vice- 
Chancellor on the subject. The Vice-Chancellor subse- 
quently confirmed the Chief Clerk’s view. 

Solicitors, Raven & Bradley; Steele & Sons; Nicholson. 

Tomlinson v. Rutter.—In this case, by an order made the 
26th February, 1864, a guardian had been appointed of two 
infants, brother and sister, and an allowance made to them 
of £180 a-year—£90 each—partly payable out of funds 
standing in the name of the Accountant-General to the 
account of the children, and a out of rents arising from 
freehold, copyhold, and leasehold estates. At the time the 
£180 was fixed upon it was thought that it would be suffi- 
cient, but the young lady was now stated to be in very 
delicate health, requiring constant medical attendance. 
Under these circumstances an additional £70 for the young 
lady was asked. 

e CureF CiERK, after attentively considering the terms 
of the will of the grandfather, by whom the property was 
ona out of which the income arose, made an order in the 
‘ollowing form:—-The receiver, in addition to the mainte- 
nance fixed by the order of the 26th of February, 1864, 
to pay to the guardian of the infant applicant, out of any 
rents now in or hereafter coming to his hands, the sum of 
£70 for the maintenance of the applicant. The costs of the 
application and some other matters embraced in the sum- 
mons to stand over. 

T. H. Strangways for applicant and next friend. 

Church & Sons for trustees under the will of the testator. 

Joh v. Joh —This is a partnership suit, the 
parties having been engaged in trade as town carmen. The 
partnership had been declared dissolved, and the defendant 
appointed receiver. There had also been an order for the 
sale of the ership property by tender. Advertisements 
had been issued inviting tenders, but none had been re- 
ceived. Application was now, therefore, made that the 
sale might take place by public auction. 

The Cuter Crenx directed a sale by auction to take place 
within a month ; the money arising therefrom to be paid to 
the receiver in the cause ; and the plaintiff to have the con- 
duct of the sale. 

Lloyd for plaintiff. 

Pearpoint for defendant. 

Robinson v. Frampton.—An application, not upon notice, 
in this case was ¢ for leave to take out a summons for 
the appointment of a dian. It was stated that the 
father of the infants had died suddenly of cholera, leaving 
the children destitute ; and the trustees declined to pay the 
income to which the deceased was entitled to his widow 
until a guardian of the children was appointed as the person 
legally entitled to receive the money. Re Warder was relied 
upon as an authority for the application, 

The Cuizy Civnk said the case was no doubt a hard one ; 
bt the circumstances of it did not make it.vacation business. 

The ph ypser +s solicitor said he felt the difficulty of the 
Cane, nothing but the destitute condition of the family 
would have induced him to make the application, 

W. 0. Wedlake for applicant. 








Sept. 27.—Re Commercial Bank Corporation of India ang 
the East.—In this case application was made for Mr. Hall's 
sanction to be given to certain compromises, upon produc. 
tion of affidavits from the official liquidator, stating that he 
considered them beneficial. 

The Cu1eF CLERK approved of the proposed compromises, 

Freshfield & Co. for liquidator. 


Re New Zealand Banking Company (Limited).—There 
were three summonses in this matter. The first was for 
authority to invest a certain sum of money; but as it had 
not yet reached the official liquidator’s hands, the matter 
stood over. 

There were two other summonses for compromises upon 
the usual affidavit by the liquidator ; and they were assented 
to. 


It transpired in the course of the case that if the assets 
realised as satisfactorily as it was hoped they would, there 
would be no necessity to make a call. 

Mackenzie & Co. for liquidator. 

(Before Mr. PEAKE, Chief Clerk.) 

Re Audley Hall Estate.—This was a summons asking that 
the late solicitor of the official liquidator might be ordered to 
deliver up the file of proceedings; or, at all events, that 
inspection might be had. There having been a change of 
solicitors, the gentleman who originally acted for the liga 
dator, and had the file in his possession, refused to part 
with it until he had obtained payment of his bill of costs, 

A sum had been left in the Bank of England to pay the 
solicitors’ bill when taxed ; and it was stated that the file of 
proceedings was necessary to enable the solicitor to make 
out his bill; but that the liquidator could inspect the file at 
the former solicitor’s office. 

The Cu1eF CLERK said all he could do was to order the 
solicitor’s bill to be taxed and paid out of the fund in the 
Bank, and then there would be delivery. 

Hemsley for liquidator ; and Doyle. 


Re Birmingham Banking Company.—There were three 
summonses taken out in this case. 

It appeared that Mr. John Arnold, of Birmingham, had 
been solicitor to the bank for some time before its stoppage, 
and that he had a claim against the company for about 
£1,000, including £472 which he had paid out of pocket at 
the company’s request to clear a distress from a certain col- 
liery, and £65, amount of interest thereon. 

An order had been made by which the liquidators under- 
took to pay Mr. Arnold the amount of his bill of costs when 
ascertained, and that thereupon there should be a delivery 
up of deeds in Mr. Arnold’s ession. Application had 
been made for the deeds, but before he parted with them 
Mr. Arnold desired to be paid the £472 he was out of 
pocket, and the interest. e official liquidators declined 
to pay Mr. Arnold incash ; but as he was a customer of the 
bank, offered to add it to his account therewith, thinking 
that by cash payment they should be giving Mr. Arnolds 
preference over other creditors. 

The CutkF CuERK thought that Mr. Arnold had a clear 
lien upon the deeds till his claim for money out of pocket 
oe satisfied, and directed the official liquidators to pay 

im, 

There was another summons to alter an order of the 12th 
of oe aged ; so that, upon certain bills mentioned in the 
schedule being delivered to the official liquidators, they 
might be ordered to pay the money ; and the only question 
was whether there should be a cheque for the aggregate or 
one for each party. 

The CuizF Cierk said there must be separate cheques, 
payable to order in the usual form. 

The next summons was that the official liquidator might 
be at liberty to prosecute to judgment and execution in 
name of the ype public officer of the comedy, two 
actions for £3,000 and £1,000 respectively, which been 
commenced prior to the order for winding 
— had been taken, and he had advised 
the proper course, 

The Cuiur Cenk gave the needful consent, 

The last application upon summons not returnable for 4 
week was for leave to send a power of attorney out to Nor- 
way, to authorise the employment of a person there to pro 
tect the company’s assets, The urgency of the case was said 
to be that it was desired to prevent the tion of # 
judgtnent in Norway which would give a preferential claim 
over the company’s assets there, 


up. Counsel's 
Fiat this was 
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The Curer CLERK said if application were made to Mr. 
Hall he would no doubt hear the summons to-morrow 
(Friday). , 

Solicitors, Dale § Stretton ; Chilton § Co. ; Chester & 
Urquhart. 

Re Agra and Masterman’s Bank (Limited).—In this case 
the common law authorities having been consulted, appli- 
cation was made for an order restraining the official liqui- 
dator from dealing in any way with the acceptances for 
£25,000, an equivalent sum having been ordered to be car- 
ried to a suspense dividend account, as reported in last 
Saturday’s Journal. 

It was ultimately arranged that a few words should be in- 
serted in the order previously made carrying out the object 
now suggested. 

Oliverson d+ Co. for Hong Kong and Shanghai Bank ; 
Upton § Co. for liquidator of Agra and Masterman’s Bank. 


Re London, Bombay, and Mediterranean Bank (Limited).— 
This was a summons calling upon Mr. Adam Scholes, who was 
formerly chairman of the London and Bombay Bank, which 
amalgamated with the London and Mediterranean Bank, 
thereby becoming the London, Bombay, and Mediterranean 
Bank, to deliver up certain books in his possession which 
were alleged to be essential for the liquidation of the amalga- 
mated bank, now being wound up. It a that the 
books of the former bank were, when the two became amal- 

ted, used by the latter, and it was all that Mr. 
holes, who had been appointed one of the liquidators of 
the London,.Bombay, and Mediterranean Bank, had, after 
business hours, gone to the company’s offices and possessed 
himself of the $s, the delivery up of which was now 
sought. Other liquidators had been appointed at a meeting 
of the shareholders to act with Mr. Scholes, but, as their 
appointment had not been sanctioned by the Court, Mr. 
Stholes refused to recognise them, of, as it was alleged, 
suffer them to have inspection. It was said that if they 
were restored to Mr. Summing. the late secretary of the 
company, who was on the spot from day to day, that would 


be sufficient, and Mr. Cumming would take care that no | 


improper use was made of them. 

n the part of Mr. Scholes it was contended that the co- 
liquidators were not properly appointed, and that, at all 
events, their a had not been confirmed. The 
books were rightly in the custody of Mr. Scholes as liquida- 
tor ; that all he had done was to protect the property of the 
company, of which the books formed a part ; and that in- 
spection had been offered. 

Tue Cuizr CLERK—lIf you are ready to give inspection 
that puts an end to the matter, because that is all that is 


It was then urged that certain portions should be sealed 
up. 
The Corer Cherk.—Mr. Scholes, as a director, wants to 
up against himself. You cannot seal up that which 
has once been — 1 think the books and all the contents 
have been handed over for the use of the amalgamated 


company. 
Order made for the deposit of the books with Mr. Cum- 
ming, to be inspected at all reasonable times. 
arrison § Lewis for applicants; - Midicr for Scholes, 
liquidator. 


Re National Savings’ Bank Association, — This matter 
which has reference to the lien which Mr, Brady, formerly 
the solicitor and a director of the company, has upon certain 
deeds, stood over. 


Re Overend, Gurney, § Co. (Limited),—There wore four 
summonses in this matter. 

The first was by Mr, Dundas, who has a summons pending 
to take his name off the list of contributories, and who now 
says that it is ap eypeau for him to get the evidence neces- 
sary to complete his case, unless he has a special examiner 
to examine the directors with reference to certain alleged 
fraudulent transactions connected with the formation of the 
company. Ho supported his application by an affidavit from 
Mr, Oswald Howell, the accountant, who had been employed 
to inspect the company’s books. It was also asked that the 
appointment of a special examiner might be at the expense 
of the estate. 

On the part of the official liquidators, it was said the ap: 
plication was altogether unnecessary, because they were 
freparing @ statement which would firnish all needful ins 
lormation, 





For the creditors it was urged that any examination should 
be at the expense of the party applying. 

The Cuter CLERK said he could not make any order, and 
the summons must stand over with the others. 

There was another summons taken out at the request of 
Mr. Grissell, who intended appealing the decision of the 
Lord ‘Chancellor and the Lords Justices to the House of 
Lords, and therefore he desired an order to be made upon 
him to pay his call, not feeling at liberty to pay it volun- 
tarily. 

rs order was made. 

There were two other summonses on the part of the official 
liquidators, under the 151]st section of the Companies Act, 
1862, for orders for payment of the call by Mr. Dundas and 
Mr. Peek. 

It was asked that the summonses should be adjourned till 
November, because fraud would be proved in the incipiency 
of the company, and fraud vitiated everything. 

Any delay was opposed on the part of creditors. 

The Corey Cte T think ie ohier for the payment of 
the call must go; but if you are dissatisfied with it, I will 
suspend its being drawn up in order that you may go before 
the Vice-Chancellor. I think the general body of creditors 
have nothing to do with alleged frand. We are creditors, 
they say, you are contributories; if you became so by the 
fraudulent representations of other persons, that we have 
nothing to do with. We have given credit upon the faith 
of your names, and paid we will be. 

e drawing up of the order was suspended for a week, 
so that application might be made to Vice-Chancellor 
Stuart to hear the case. 

Dr. Thom desired to be heard in person, and he read a 
written statement, the purport of which was that the notice 
which was sent by the official liquidators was not suff- 
ciently explicit to show whence it came. 

The Cuter CLERK (having read the notice).—I think it 
is. Have you any doubt the notice came from the official 
liquidators ? ; 

tr. Thom.—I am not bound to answer that question. 

The Curer CLERK.—You must be included in the order 
that I have made. 

Solicitors, Young, Vallings, Co.; Maynard ¢ Co.; 
Ashurst, Morris, & Co.; Lewis § Lewis; Bircham ¢ Co. ; 
Lyon, Barnes, & Co. ; Dale. 


BANKRUPTCY COURT. 
(Before Mr. Registrar PErys). 

Sept. 26.—In Re Edward Moss.—This was a first sitting. 
The bankrupt was a solicitor, practising in Newgate-street, 
and residing at Alexander-villas, Norwood. The adjudica- 
tion was made on the petition of Mr. Frederick Barnett, of 
the Rue de Rivoli, Paris, a creditor for £60, and the pre- 
liminary statement has therefore not been filed, but the 
liabilities are estimated by Mr. J. P. Ward, the accountant, 
at about £10,000, The assets are said to consist chiefly of 
outstanding bills of costs. 

Several proofs of debts were admitted, and Mr. Joseph 
Maddox, of Fore-strect, City, upholsterer, was appointed 
creditors’ assignee. 

Solicitors, Lawrence, Plews, § Boyer. 

In re Young.—-A trade assignee who had been removed 
by a resolution passed by creditors under the 124th see- 
tion of the Bankruptey Act, 1861, attended in pursuance 
of notice given to him on behalf of the new assignee, for the 
purpose of auditing his accounts. It appeared that the late 
assignee had obtained possession of a portion of the bank- 
rupt’s estate, consisting of jewellery nae other articles, which 
he all he had handed to his solicitor (Mr. Haynes) te- 
wards défraying the costs incurred under the alroete. 
He did not, however, produce any vouchers in support of 
this allegation, 

Chidley (solr.) for the present assignee contended that the 
account was instflicient, The allocaturs of the late solicitor 
in the matter were not produced as an authority for the 
alleged payment to him; and he argued that the late assig- 
nee was not justified in making any payment on account of 
costs until the solicitor had taxed his bi, He asked that 
the audit should be adjourned in order that the late assignee 
might produce the necessary vouchers, In. support of his 


| vontention he referred to the L7th clause of the Act of 1862. 


After hearing Haynes (solr. for the assignee who had been 
removed, and who contended that his client was justified ia 
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making the payments to him, and that it was not incumbent 
upon him to produce vouchers for the alleged payments. 

Mr. ig sa Perys held that the assignee was bound to 
roduce the vouchers to support the payments alleged by 
im to.have been made, is e adjourned the audit for that 

purpose. 

The Lord Chief Baron has resumed his attendance at cham- 
bers as vacation judge. His Lordship has issued an order, 
which is posted outside his room, prohibiting persons from 
“* knocking at the door,” and the Chief Baron requests their 
patience until the clerk opens the same. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


PRACTICE BEFORE JUSTICES. 

Sir,—In case the subject may not be important enough 
for yourself to give me the authority of your paper in answer 
to my queries perhaps some of your readers will kind] 
reply to them, as I believe the practice to be very muc 
unsettled in the country. 

A. B. contends—Firstly, that although a prisoner charged 
with felony may have, strictly, no right to be represented 
by counsel or attorney before a magistrate, it is the usual 
practice, nevertheless, to allow him to be so defended on 
the question of committal for trial. 

C. D. contends contra. 

A. B. contends—Secondly, that if the prisoner, after the 
witnesses produced by the prosecution have been heard, 
produces further witnesses, whom he desires to be examined, 
it is by a ractice to uke ee Ss pmpeoors of such wit- 
nesses before the istrate decides for or against a commit- 
ment for trial. we capi 

C. D. contends contra, and that the magistrate is bound 
by the statute to give his decision for a commitment, if he 
considers the case a fit subject for one, without being allowed 
to take into consideration the evidence adduced by the 
prisoner, on the ground that his, prisoner’s witnesses are 
not witnesses ‘‘offered upon the of the prosecution”: 
within the meaning of 11 & 12 Vict. c. 42, s. 25, also that 
before the prisoner's witnesses are heard, if allowed to be 
heard at all, that the statutory caution under 11 & 12 Vict. 
c. 42, s, 18, must be administered, after which, if the 
prisoner chooses to make a statement and call witnesses, the 
only effect will be that such statement and further evidence 
must be transmitted with the other depositions to quarter 
sessions, but the same statement and evidence for the defence, 
whatever the same may be, are not to be allowed to operate 
upon the mind of the committing justice. 

Three further questions arise on the above to which I 
should be glad if I could be kindly favoured with replies, 

1. Is it the practice to allow the advocate to address the 
magistrate, in case no witnesses for the defence are heard, 
before the statutory caution is given or afterwards ? 

2. In case witnesses adduced by prisoner are heard, should 
the address by the advocate be delivered before or after their 
ae = em given ? 

3. Would the prisoner's witnesses, supposing their deposi- 
tions to be transmitted, be called at the ee gay behalf of 
the Crown, or would they be left for prisoner’s counsel to 
call and so give the prosecution a reply ? 

A Country Soxicitor, 





PowEns OF APPOINTMENT AND SETTLEMENTS. 
Sir,—With reference to A.’s inquiries it will be found :— 
1. That in the case of Taylor v. Meads, 13 W. R. 394, the 
Lord Chancellor finally decided that if a power be created to 
be executed by a deed or other instrument in writing, it may 
be well executed by will; for a will literally answers the 
description of an instrument in writing ; but that if such a 


power be executed by will it must be executed with all the 
{ rmalities required by the donor of the power, and that it 
does not fall under the exemption under the 10th section of 
the Wills Act, which section only refers to powers which are 
in terms, powers of appointment by will. 

2. In the settlement of personal property upon children 
tere are two plans as to the vesting of interests, One plan 
is to vest the interests of the children in them immediately 
they come into being, divesting from each of them propor- 
tionate shares as others are born, and also divesting the 
shares ae rend in favour of the others, in the event of the 
decease of any sm under age, or of any daughter under 





age and without having been married. The other plan is 
to vest the interests given only in those who, being sons, 
attain the age of twenty-one years, or pag | daughters attain 
that age or marry under it. So far as the corpus of the 
fund is concerned, the result of each of these pane is the 
same, the property being ultimately divided only amon; 
those children who being sons live to come of age, or bei 
daughters come of age or previously marry. But with re. 
to the income of the fund the plans are different. In 
the first case the income belongs to the children whilst under 
age, but in the second no interest either in the interest or 
principal is given during minority; or, in the case of 
daughters, until marriage under age. In the first case, 
therefore, if the father be dead, the income will be payable 
to the guardian of the children towards their maintenance 
and education, but in the second case there will be no 
vision for these purposes in the absence of express directions 
(See Williams's Personal Property, 255.) X. Y. Z, 





Sir,—Will any of your numerous readers kindly furnish 
me with the answers to the following queries :— 

1. If a wife and husband mortgage the leasehold estate of 
the wife, to whom will the equity of redemption belong in 
case the wife survive her husband ? 

2. A testator bequeaths a charitable legacy of £500, and 
charges it on all his property, consisting of realty to the 
amount of £5,000, personalty to the extent of £3,000, and 
mixed property to the amount of £2,000. What amount 
will the charity be entitled to receive ? H. T. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Tomas Rocers has been elected Town Clerk of 
Reading, in conjunction with his former appointment as 
Clerk to the Local Board of Health, at a total salary of £600 
per annum, exclusive of fees, &c. 


Mr. MaskELt WILLIAM PEACE has been mee Town 
Clerk and Clerk to the Local Board of Health at Wigan. 


Mr. Ratepx Dartincton has been appointed Borough 
Coroner of Wigan. 


Mr. Francis Lycett, one of the Sheriffs elect for the city 
of London, has Free Mr. Henry De Jersey (De 
Jersey, Micklem, & Thornburn), Chairman of the Commis. 
sioners of Sewers, to be his Under-Sheriff during his year of 
office, commencing on Suturday next, Michaelmas-day. 


Mr. Cuares SpeNcER PeRcEVAL, Secretary of Presenta- 
tions to the Lord Chancellor, has been spptiaten his Lord. 
ship’s principal secretary, in place of Mr. W. C. Scott, the 
new county court judge. 








COLONIAL TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


CANADA. 
THE LAMIRANDE ExtrapIiTton Case. 

Mr. Justice Drummond’s judgment in the case of 
Lamirande’s application for was as fol- 
lows:—‘‘On the 26th July last a document under the 
signature of his Excellency the Governor-General, purport 
ing to be a warrant for the extradition of the petitioner, 
issued under the authority vested in his excellency by the 
provisions of 6 & 7 Vict., intituled ‘An Act to give effect 
to aconvention between her Majesty and the King of the 
French for the apprehension of certain offenders,’ setting 
forth that the said petitioner stood accused of the crime of 
‘forgery by having in his capacity of cashier of the Bank 
of France at Poitiers, made false entries in the books of 
the said bank, and thereby defrauded the said bank of the 
sum of seven hundred thousand francs ;’ that a requisition 
had been made to his excellency by the Consul-General of 
France in the province of British North America to issue 
his warrant for the arrest of the said prisoner, and requiri 
all the justices of the peace and other magistrates 
officers of justice within their sevéral jurisdictions to aid in 
apprehending the petitioner and committing him to 

nder this document the prisoner was arrested, and after 
examination before William H. Brehaut, Esq., police 
magistrate and justice of the peace, was fully committed 
the common jail of this district on the 22nd day of the 
current month of August, On the following day, between 
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the hours of eleven and twelve o’clock in the forenoon, 
notice was given in due form by the prisoner’s counsel to 
the counsel charged with the criminal prosecutions in this 
district, that he (the counsel for the omy would present 
a petition to any one of the judges of the Court of Queen’s 
Bench who might be present in chambers at one o’clock in 
the afternoon of the following day (the 24th), praying for 
a writ of habeas corpus and the discharge of the prisoner. 
At the time appointed this petition was submi to me. 
Mr. J. Doutre appeared for the petitioner, Mr. T. K. 
Ramsay for the Crown, and Mr. Pominville for the private 
prosecutor. A preliminary objection, raised on the ground 
of insufficient notice, was overruled. Mr. Doutre then 
set forth his client’s case in a manner so lucid that I soon 
convinced myself, after perusing the statute cited in the 
warrant of extradition, that the warrant itself, the pretended 
warrant of arrest alleged to have been issued in France— 
arret de renvoi—and all the proceedings taken with a view 
to obtain the extradition of the petitioner were unauthorised 
by the above cited statute, illegal, null and void, and that 
the petitioner was, therefore, entitled to his disckarge from 
imprisonment. But as Mr. Pominville, whom I supposed 
to be acting as counsel for the Bank of France, wished to 
be heard, I adjourned the discussion of the case until the 
following morning. I would have issued the writ before 
adjourning had the counsel for the ger insisted upon 
it. But that gentleman was no doubt Inled into a sense 
of false security by the indignation displayed by the counsel 
for the Crown when Mr. Doutre signified to me his appre- 
hension that a cowp de main was in contemplation to carry 
off the petitioner before his case had been decided. On the 
following morning, Saturday, the 25th of this month, I 
ordered the issuing of a writ of habeas corpus to bring the 
titioner before me with a view to his immediate discharge. 
fy determination to discharge him was founded upon the 
reasons following :—1. Because it is provided by the 1st 
section of the Act of the British Parliament to give effect 
to a convention between her Majesty and the King of the 
French for the apprehension of certain offenders (6 & 7 Vict. 
c. 75), that every requisition to deliver up to justice any 
fugitive accused of any of the crimes enumerated in the 
said Act shall be made by an ambassador of the Government 
of France or by an accredited diplomatic agent ; whereas 
the requisition made to deliver up the petitioner to justice 
has been made by Abel Frederic Gautier, Consul-General of 
France in the provinces of British North America, who is 
neither an ambassador of the Government of France nor an 
accredited diplomatic agent of that Government, accordin 
to his own avowal upon oath. 2. Because, by the 3rd 
section of the said statute it is provided that no justice of 
the peace, or any other person, shall issue his warrant 
for any such supposed offender until it shall have been 
proved to him upon oath or affidavit that the person apply- 
ing for such warrant is the bearer of a warrant of arrest or 
other equivalent judicial document, issued by a judge or 
competent magistrate in France, authenticated in such 
manner as would justify the arrest of the supposed offender 
in France upon the same charge, or unless it shall appear to 
him that the act charged against the supposed offender is 
clearly set forth in such warrant of arrest or other judicial 
document ; whereas the justice of the peace who issued his 
warrant against the petitioner issued the same without 
aving any such proof before him, the only document pro- 
duced before him, as well as before me, in lieu of such 
warrant of arrest or other equivalent judicial documents 
being a paper writing alleged to bea translation into English 
. of a French document made by some unknown or un- 
authorised person in the office of the counsel for the. prose- 
cutor at New York, and bearing no authenticity whatever. 
3. Because, supposing the said document purporting to be 
@ translation ae acte d'accusation or indictment ac- 
companied by a pretended warrant for arrest, and designated 
4s an arret de renvoi, to be authentic, it does not contain 
the designation of any crime comprised in the number of 
the various crimes for, or by reason of the alleged commis. 
sion of which any fugitive can be extradited under the said 
statute, 4, Because by the Ist section of the said Act it is 
provided that no justice of the peace shall commit any per- 
son accused of any of the crimes mentioned in the said Act 
(to wit, murder, attempt to commit murder, forgery, and 
fraudulent bankruptcy) unless upon such evidence as accord- 
ing to the laws of that pet of her Majesty's dominions in 
which the supposed offender shall be found would justify 
the apprehension and committal for trial of the person so 








accused, if the crime of which he shall be accused had been 
there committed ; whereas the evidence produced against 
the petitioner upon the accusation of forgery brought against 
him before the committing magistrate would not have 
justified him in apprehending or committing the petitioner 
for the crime of forgery had the acts charged against him 
been. committed in that part of her Majesty's dominions 
where the petitioner was found—to wit, in Lower Canada. 
5. Because the said warrant for the extradition of the 
petitioner, as well as the warrant for his apprehension, does 
not charge him with the commission of any one of the 
crimes for which a warrant of extradition can be issued 
under hig = — - yr as in ee the said 
warrants the offence is charged against the petitioner 
as ‘forgery by having in the capacity of cashier of the branch 
of the Bank of France at Poitiers made false entries in the 
books of the bank, and thereby defrauded the said bank of 
the sum of seven hundred thousand francs.’ Whereas the 
said offence as thus designated does not constitute the crime 
of forgery according to the laws of England and Lower 
Canada, for, to use a words of Judge Blackburn when he 
poet judgment concurrently with Chief Justice Cock- 
urn and Judge Shee, in a case analogous to this (Ex ay 
Charles Windsor, Court of Queen’s Bench, May, 1865, 13 W.R. 
655), ‘ Fo: is the false making of an instrument purport- 
ing to be that which it is not; it is not the making of an 
instrument purporting to be that which it is; it is not the 
making of an instrument which purports to be what it 
really is ; but which contains false statements. bare a 
lie does not become a forgery because it is reduced to 
writing.’ The gaoler’s return to this writ of habeas corpus 
was that he had delivered over the prisoner to Edme Justin 
Melin, Inspecteur Principal de Police de Paris, on the 
night of the 24th instant, at twelve o'clock, by virtue of an 
order signed by M. H. Sanborn, Deputy Sheriff, ded 
upon an instrument signed by his Excellency the Governor- 
General. It appears that the petitioner thus delivered up 
to this French policeman is now on his way to France, 
although his extradition was illegally demanded, and 
although he was accused of no crime under which he could 
have been legally extradited ; and although, as I am Lexan f 
informed, his Excellency the Governor-General had promised, 
as he was bound, in honour and justice, to grant him an op- 
rtunity of having his case decided by the first tribunal of the 
and before ordering his extradition. It is evident that his 
excellency has been taken by surprise, for the document 
signed by him is a false record, purporting to have been 
signed on the 28rd instant, at Ottawa, while his excellency 
was at Quebec, and falsely certified to have been recorded 
at Ottawa before it had been signed by the Governor-Gene- 
ral. In so far as the petitioner is concerned I have no further 
order to make, for he who was to have been brought before 
me is now probably on the high seas, swept away by one of 
the most audacious and hitherto successful attempts to frus- 
trate the ends of justice which has yet been heard of in 
Canada. The only action I can take, in so far as he is con- 
cerned, is to order that a copy of this judgment be trans- 
mitted by the Clerk of the Crown to the Governor-General, 
for the salen of such measures as his excellency may be 
advised to take to maintain that respect which is due to the 
courts of Canada and to the laws of land. As to the 
public officers who have been connected with this matter, if 
any proceedings are to be adopted against them they will be 
informed thereof on Monday, the 24th day of September 
next, in the Court of Queen's Bench, holding criminal juris- 
a to which day I adjourn this case for further consi- 
deration,” 





OBITUARY. 


CHARLES HARWOOD, Ese. 

Mr, Charles Harwood, Judge of the County Court for 
East Kent, and Recorder of Shrewsbury, died at Dover on 
Tuesday last, after an illness of some months, which had 
incapacitated him from performing the duties of his office. 
The deceased judge, who was upwards of seventy years of 


age, was called to the bar in June, 1828. He practised in 
the Court of Chancery until his appointment as Judge in 
the County Courts for East Kent in 1847, immediately on 
the passing of the County Courta Act. He was remarkable 
for the patience and care with which he ed the duties 
of his office. It was not unusual for him to spend half an 
hour in carefully sifting a disputed baker's account of a few 
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a that not — the plaintiff but the defendant also 
might have justice. His judgments were invariably lenient 
_ towards the poor who might be summoned before him for 
debts they had little hope of ever liquidating ; and creditors 

nerally in this district have good cause for bearing him in 

ind remembrance. The vacant judgeship is in the gift of 
the Lord Chancellor, and since the equity business has been 
transferred to the County Courts is worth about £1,400 per 
annum. 








COURT PAPERS. 


QUEEN’S BENCH. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Hon. Sir ALEXANDER EpmMuND CocksuRn, Bart., 
Lord Chief Justice of her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s 
Bench, in and after Michaelmas Term, 1866. 

In TERM. 
Middlesex. 
wsdedns useeNov. 5 | Monday 
y 12 
There will not be any sittings during Term in London. 


Arrer TERM, 


x. 
Tuesday Nov. 27 | Tuesday 
The Court will sit at 10 o’clock every day. 
The causes in the list for each of the above sitting days 
in Term, if not di of on those days, will be tried by 
adjournment on the days following each of such sitting days. 


COMMON PLEAS. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, béfore the 
Right Hon. Sir Witt1am Erxe, Knt., Lord Chief Justice of 
her Majesty’s Court of Common Pleas, at Westminster, in 
and after Michaelmas Term, 1866. 

In TERM. 


Middlesex. 
Nov. 5| Monday 


y 12 
The Court will not sit in London during Term. 
AFTER TERM. 


x, 
Tuesday Nov. 27 | Monda; Dec. 10 
The Court will sit during and after Term at 10 o'clock. 


EXCHEQUER OF PLEAS. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and Londot, before the 
Right Hon. Sir Fitzroy Ketty, Knt:, Lord Chief 
Baron of her Majesty's Court of Exchequer, in and after 
Michaelmas Term, 1866. 

In Ten. 
Middlesex. 
Nov. 5 | Monday .....4. 
y yy, 12 
The Court will not sit in London during Term. 
Arter T5RM. 
Middlesex. 

Tuesday ....... RMSE: Nov. 27 | Motida 
The Court will sit during and after Term at 10 o'clock. 
The Court will sit in Middlesex in Term by adjournment 

from day to day until the causes entered for the respective 

Middlesex sittings are disposed of. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quotation, Sept. 27, 1866. 
(From the Official List of the actual business transacted.) 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Annuities, April, ’65 
Do. (Red 


, Jan, '60 — 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
India Stock, 104 p Ct. Apr.'74 Ind. Enf. Pr,, 5p O.,Jan.'72 
Vitto for Account, — Ditto, 54 per Cent., May, ’79 1064 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’70 1044 | Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ter ae Account, — a April, 764 = pis 
Cent., Oct. Do, Do., 6 per t., Aug. 73 
Vitto, ditto, Cortificaten * : 


ie Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000, — 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. — | Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 2 pra 





. shares’ 





RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. . |Closing Prices 





| Bristol and Exeter 
Caledonian 
Glasgow and South-Western ... 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 
Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 
Great Northern 
Do., A Stock* 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Great Western— al. ‘oar 1 
Do., West Midland—Oxford... 
Do., do.—Newport 
Lancashire and Yorkshire 
London, Brighton, and South C 
London, Chatham, and Dover... 
London and North-Western 
London and South-Western 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 
Do., New. 
Midland 
Do., Birmingham and Derby 
North British 
North London 
Do., 1864 
North Staffordshire 
Scottish Central 
South Devon 
South-Eastern 
Taff Vale 


Do., C 
Vale of Neath 
West Cornwall 
* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 


INSURANCE COMPANIES. 
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Mongy Market anv City INTELLIGENCE, 
Thursday Night. 

We are dependent upon the weather for comfort, and, indeed, 
for subsistence. It is no matttr of wonder, therefore, that the 
longed rains, with the exception of the beautiful day on 
Tuselsy, should continue to engage a large share of the attention 
of commercial men, no matter what the particular calling in 
which they may ha) to be engaged. It has become a pro- 
verb that every article of consumption follows the price of bread; 
and it is by no means difficult to understand, this being admitted, 
that the corn market is the pivot upon which everything of 4 
mercantile and monetary character turns. When, therefore, we 
find that at this advanced period of the year the wheat crops ia 
the low-lying districts are under water, we are prepared to learn 
that considerable uneasiness prevails in Mark- and on 
’Change. This is, indeed, the case; and in the absence of any- 
thing fike speculative enterprise—for which the public are by n0 
means yet again prepared—the long prevalent inactivity reigns 


supreme. 

Tn almost all departments of trade there is stagnation ; but, 
perhaps, no branch of industry suffers more from wet w 
than the building trade, which is now extremely quiet. 
consequence is that owners of estates, who have planned 
for the erection of houses around the metropolis, and far into the 
suburbs, aro awaiting fine weather, when no doubt there will be 
a return to activity in this department, and tr rere: to 
the legal business of conveyancing, — building leases, and 
the like. There are several estates of this kind ready to be 

ht forward at the first favourable opportunity. 

Of the Stock Exchange markets we can only continue the re 
cord that they are extremely quiet. 

The Bank directors, at their weekly court to-day, as was fully 
anticipated, reduced the minimum from 6 to 44 per cent. 

Consola are now called, for money, 89} to 809; and for the ac 
count, 89} to 80§. 
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Foreign Securities remain almost stationary, and there is little 
business doing. 

In Railway Shares the fluctuations are altogether unim- 

rtant. At the opening of the market to-day there was a ten- 
some to improvement, but later there has been a relapse. The 
last quotations were:—Midland, 121} to 1213; London and 
North-Western, 1174 to 118; London, Chatham, and Dover are 
20 to 204; London and South-Western, 83 to 84; Lancashire 
and Yorkshire, 123 to 123}; South-Eastern, 67} to 68; Great 
Western, 544 to 55; Metropolitan are 128 to 1284; and the 
Great Northern Railway, 116 to 118. 

An official announcement has been made to the effect that the 
Great Western dividend, at the rate of £2 per cent per annum 
will be paid on the appointed day, the Ist of October; an 
although there appears to have been no reason to suppose there 
would be any delay, the stock has not recovered from the effect 
of recent depreciatory rumours. Comparing the past week with 
the corresponding one of last year, there is an increase in the 
traffic of £1,215. 

There was steadiness in Bank Shares, but no activity. The 
most recent transactions have been at the following rates :— 
Alliance Bank, 5 to 4 dis.; Bank of Australia, 67 to 69; City 
Bank, 15 to 17; East London Bank, 2 to 1 dis.; Hindustan, 
China, and Japan, 1 to 3; Imperial Bank, 3 to5 prem. ; Imperial 
Ottoman, 4 dis. to par; London and Brazilian,.9 to 7 dis. ; 
London and County, 62 to 64; London Joint-Stock, 42 to 43; 
London and Westminster, 92 to 93; Oriental Bank Corporation, 
43 to 45; South Australia, 28 to 29; Union of Australia, 46 to 
47; Union of London, 44 to 46. 

Miscellaneous shares have met with a few inquiries and pur- 
chasers ; and the latest prices, which in some cases are little 
better than nominal, are as follows: Atlantic Telegraph Eight 
per Cents., paid up, 120 to 125; Anglo-American Telegraph, 
16} to 17; Telegraph Construction and Maintenance, 2 to 3 
prem.; British and Irish Magnetic Telegraph, 80 to 90; Inter- 
national Financial, 12 to 14 dis; Credit Foncier of England, 3§ 
to 34 dis. ; Egyptian Trading Company, 5} to 43 dis.; Hudson’s 
Bay Company, 17 to 17}; National Discount Company, 8} to 9 

rem.; Peninsular and Oriental Steam, 61 to 63; Royal Mail 
way 112 to 115; South Australian Land, 33 to 35; Scottish 
Australian Investment, 120 to 125; Van Dieman’s Land, 8 to 10. 

Insurance, gas, and water companies’ shares are quite sta- 
tionary, and the business done in them has been of the most 
limited description. 

At an extraordinary general meeting of the proprietors of the 
Inns of Court Hotel Company (Limited), held to-day (Thurs- 
day), it was resolved that three shareholders, representing 
the general body, should confer with the board of directors; 
and that steps should be taken to ascertain whether the pro- 
prietors are disposed to subscribe for debentures to the 
amount of £10,000, in order to maintain the credit of the 
company. <A considerable portion of this sum was offered by 
shareholders attending the meeting, which was ultimately ad- 

journed till Thursday, October 11th. 

An attempt is being made to resuscitate the business of the 
English Joint-Stock Bank, which suspended payment on the 
11th of May last, with liabilities amounting to £670,000. 

Vice-Chancellor Stuart has appointed William Tabor and 
Augustus James official liquidators of the International Con- 
tract Company (Limited). 

The 30th annual general meeting of the Royal Bank of Ire- 
land was held on Wednesday. The amount of dividend declared 
on the year was 20 per cent., which, after allocating a more than 
usual sum for bad and doubtful debts, left a remainder of undi- 
vided profits of £5,185 11s. 1d. to be carried to next year’s ac- 
count. The Chairman stated that, taking the average of the year, 
the deposits amounted to £80,000 more than in any previous year. 





Tue EpmMunps ScanpaL.—Tue BroveHam Famity.—We 
have not by any means heard the last of the ‘Edmunds 
scandal,” as it is termed, but which, if Mr. Edmunds’ story is 
to be believed, ought with more justice to be called the 
“Brougham-Bethell scandal. Mr. Leonard Edmunds, the late 
Clerk of the Patents and Reading Clerk to the House of Lords, 
has just printed for private circulation two important state- 
ments—the first referring to the circumstances under which, 
for one-and-thirty years, he paid £300 a-year out of his salary 
to Mr. William Brougham, the brother and heir to Lord 
Brougham ; and secondly, a narrative of his connection with 
the Patent Office, and of the alleged defalcations and malversa- 
tions which the Special Commissioners of the Treasury re- 
ported to his charge. In the first pamphlet he states in the 
most positive manner that, when he was appointed thirty-four 
years ago to the office of Clerk of the Patents, Mr. William 
Brougham told him that Lord Brougham had given him the 
appointment on condition that he was to pay to him (William 
Brougham) £300 per annum as provision for the widow and 
children of Mr. John Brougham ps brother of Lord 
Brougham), formerly a wine merchant at Edinburgh; and 
that until the year 1 he never knew—first, that Lord 
Brougham was wholly ignorant of any such compact; and, 
secondly, that the £300 per annum had never been paid to the 
family of the late Jobn Brougham, but had been applied by 





Mr. William to his own private purposes. He quotes letters 
of Mr. William Brougham to show that the was well 


aware that Lord Brougham owed £5,000 (secured in mo: 
of the Cumberland estates) to the executors of his ' 
Edmunds’) father, and admitting the receipt of the £300 ting 


for thirty-one years. Mr. Edmunds states that he is now 
proceedings against Mr. William Brougham for the recovery 
this money, amounting without interest to £9,300, and that Mr. 
Brougham has thrown every possible obstacle in the way of the 
case being heard. He also states that Lord Brougham has 
executed a deed of gift to his brother William of all his freehold 
estates and other , which will, at the decease of the 
noble and learned lord, pass without probate or legacy duty. 
The second pamphlet issued by Mr. Edmunds commences with 
these words—“ I am a ruined man; but lately in the enjoy- 
ment of offices of honour and emolument. I am now without 
employment, and without a livelihood. I have served the pub- 
lic for upwards of thirty-four long years, and I was entitled to 
retiring pensions, on which I trusted to live with comfort for 
the remainder of my life. These have been denied and taken 
from me, and, above all, I have been deprived for a time, at 
least, of my good name.’’ The author sets out at great 

the whole history of his connection with the Patent Office, of 
the manner in which he disc his duties in connection 
therewith, and of the receipts and disbursements of the depart- 
ment during his administration. He denies that he is a defaulter, 
and asserts that he has accounted for every shilling of the large 
sums which through his hands during four-and-thirty 
years, and that the only sum due to the Crown is £300, for 
which he is neither 1 y nor morally responsible. He declares 
that he was driven from his office in the House of Lords by the 
Lord Chancellor Bethell, who wanted his place for his son; and 
he demands a trial by jury, and a judicial audit of his accounts. 
As the two pamphlets to which I refer contain much matter of a 
character which, in law, would be considered libellous, Mr. Ed- 
munds has written in his own hand upon the front of each, 
“Published by me, Leonard Edmunds, No. 7, Pilham-place, 
Brompton.” e action against Mr. William Brougham, which 
will, he states, bring out some extraordinary revelations, cannot 
now be tried before November next. Mr. William Brougham, 
whose name is mixed up with this curious story, is the heir of 
Lord Brougham, the Crown having a few years since granted 
him letters patent of succession, in order to preserve the memory 
of Henry Lord Brougham and Vaux, who is childless.—_Zondon 
Correspondent of Belfast News-Letter. 


ArcHITEcTs’ CHARGES.—A good deal has been said in the 
course of various trials which have taken place on the subject of 
the charges made by architects in the present day. No doubt, 
during the last half century the remuneration paid to archi 
like that of most professional men, has been on the increase. 
For instance, what would some of our modern architects think 
if they were offered £200 a-year to superintend the erection of 
another St. Paul’s Cathedral? Yet this was the stipend allotted 
to Sir Christopher Wren, and of it one moiety was retained by 
the commissioners for the purpose, as they of securing 
the architect's diligence. 


Mr. William Orange Marshall, who has for some time filled 
the post of Clerk to the Local Board of Portsmouth, has, we 
learn, tendered his resignation, and it has been accepted. T 
seems to have been some misunderstanding between Mr. Mar- 
shall and the members of the Drainage Committee upon the sub- 
ject of the preparation of a contract for drainage works in the 
town. If any of our readers are contemplating becoming candi- 
dates for the post, they may learn their probable duties and re- 
muneration from the following report presented to the Local 
Government Board on Monday last by the investigation com- 
mittee :—As it regards the future clerk: 1. That the salary shall 
be £250 per annum ; 2. That as to notice of retirement or removal 
he shall be on the same footing as the surveyor engineer ; 
3. That he shall, as vacancies occur, have the nominination of all 
subordinate officers in his department, subject to the approval 
of the Local Board. 4. That the general duties of the Clerk 
be defined as follows:—1, To attend all meetings of the board 
and committees, and record their proceedings; 2, To prepare 
all contracts, mortgages, transfers, and bonds, and to give pro- 
fessional advice to the board and to its committee ; 3, To prose- 
cute or defend before the magistrates on informations, enforce 
payment of private improvement expenses, take proceedings in 
the County Court, and prosecute or defend at Quarter Sessions 
when required. {In conveyances, Parliamentary business con- 
nected with suits-at-law or in equity, or on appeals to Quarter 
Sessions, he will be allowed to make the usual i 
charges :] 4, That all duties heretofore performed by the Clerk 
of Assessments (whose office it is shall be abolished) 
shall devolve on the Clerk, who hal be responsible for the 
making out of the rate-books, and the due examination and 
closing of the same; 5, That two clerks be inted at a salary 
of £2 per week each ; 6, That two junior clerks be appointed at 
a salary not capeating $) per week each; 7, That the clerks so 
to be appointed shall be employed on the general of the 
local at the Gioeretion of the Clerk, and in all respects 
under his direction, 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS, 
STURGES -On Sept. 26, at 17, Durham-villas, Phillimore-gardens, 
Kensington, the wife of Decimus Sturges, Darsioter-of-Low, of a 


daughter. 

WALTERS—On Sept. 25, at Ewell, S , the wife of William Mel- 

moth Walters, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES. 

BUDD—SKINNER.—On Sept. 22,at St. Dunstan’s-in-the-West, John 
Wreford Budd, Esq., M.A., Fellow of Pembroke College, Cambridge, 
solicitor, to Lucy Teabelia, » Tomnaee ae of the m4 George 
Skinner, M.A., late Fi and Tutor of Spoes SoBane. Cone 

COOKE—DUNN.—On ong "20, at St. eng som ng ge N Wed 

— atin of sn eer G to Mary Anne, 
of No: 

t. 25, 2a St. heey Stephen m Henham King, 

tha, daughter of Leonard Hicks, 


of Gi Fg stg 
PLUMMER— AKER—On Sept 24,at St. Dunstan’s, William Plum- 
mer, Esq., of the heaps and of Bristol, solicitor, to Hester Pullen, 
Lome, 7 A a mae the late George Baker, Esq., of Henbury, 
near 


, DEATHS. 
gt Sept. 25, at his residence, rs 8, Quadrant, Coventry, Alfred 


wson Lea, Esq., Solicitor, 
LYS—0n Sept. 18, S iary, widow of the ey C. Lys, Esq., Bar- 


rister-at-Law, L ton, Hants, 
PYM-On Sept. teat toe | hones. lsctord-seunre, Mr. Robert Joke 


Pym, for 45 years Bagbearer to the Registrars of the Court of 

Chancery, aged 79. 

SCOTT—On ~¥ 18, Edward Scott, Esq., of Beech-hill, Wigan, soli- 
citor, ag 9 

SHERWIN—On Sept 20, at his residence, Middleton-square, Thomas 
Sherwin, Esq., Chief Clerk to Mr. Justice Lush, aged 41, 


ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE NEW AUCTION MART. 
Sept. 25.—By Messrs. DepennaM, Tewson, & Farmer, 
vos residence, known as Bagshot House, Bagshot, Surrey, with 
ble, paddock, and orchard, the whole comprising 2a. Or. 27p.— 
Sold for £1,610. 
Freehold cottage, with tg situate as above, and let at £26 
per annum—Sold for £400 
Freehold, 2 cottages, situate as above, and let at £5 per annum each 
—Sold for £310. 
ta 5a lr 39pof meadow land, with 2 cottages thereon—Sold for 


Fiechoid estate, known as Hyes Farm, in the parishes of Rudgwick 
and Slinfold, Sussex, comprising a farm house and 20la Or 25p of 
land—Sold for £5,700. 

Copyhold, 4 houses, situate at Edgware, Middlesex, producing £41 12s 
per annum.—Sold for £530. 

Leena 2 houses, Nos, 14 and 15, Anerley-vale, Anerley, produc- 
* > Fyre a po, term 99 years from 1852 at £13 per annum— 

ir 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


eHinding-up of Joint Stock Comypantes, 
Ferpay, Sept. 21, 1866. 
Limirgp in CHancEry. 

London and Mediterranean Bank (Limited).—Petition for winding- 

2. July 21, direeted to be heard before the Master of 

lis on July 28, on whieh day the further hearing of the peti- 
tion was adjourned until the 3rd of November. Trehern & Co, 
Barge-yd-chambers, Bucklersbury. 

Charles Laffitte & Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, 
— resented Sept 14, direc to be heard before the Master of the 

lls on Nov 3. Reed & Co, Gresham-st, solicitors for the peti- 
tioner. 

Simpson’s Cattle Spice Company (Limited).—Order to wind-up, 

made hy Vice-Chancellor Stuart on Sept 7. Hughes, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Lawton Iron and Steel Company (Limited).—Order to wind-up, made 
by Vice-Chancellor Stuart on aly 7. Barker, Gt James-st, Bed- 
ford-row, solicitor for the petitioners. 

General Exchange Bank (Limited). —Creditors are has ,» On or 
before Nov 1, to send their names and addresses, the ieu- 
lars of their debts or claims, to Messrs. Edmunds & Mayhew, 26, 
Carey-st, Lincoln’s-inn. Friday, Nov 30 at 11, is appointed for 

ng and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 
TuEspaY, Sept. 25, 1866, 
Limirep in Caancery, 

International Contract Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, 
on or before Dec 1, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to William Tabor, and Alfred 

Augustus James, 18, King-st, Cheapside, official liquidators. Friday, 
res A ea rg bey is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon 
t 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Farpar, Sept. 21, 1866, 

Cranborne Tradesmen’s Frien Society, Fleur-de-lis-inn, Cran- 
borne, Dorset. Sept 17. . r are Tote 
Tuzspay, Sept. 25, 1866, 

Earith Female Friendly Society, Earith, Huntingdon. Sept 22, 
ae be Friendly Society, George-inn, Hales Owen, Worcester. 





Crevitors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farivar, Sept. 21, 1866. 
Bell, Wm, Bow Pag pene 0 Gent. Novi. Brodrick, Bow Church-yd. 
Bonus, John, Leonards-on-Sea, Sussex, Esq, May 1. Morris & 
Co, arena st-chambers. 
Cawthorn, Seth, Swineshead, Lincoln, Publican. Oot 17. Staniland 
& Wigglesworth, Boston, 
Cotton, Geo, Effingham, Surrey. Oct 25. Hart & Hart, Derting. 
Dorling, Wm, — Working Jeweller. Nov 1. Shaen & Grant, 
Prince's-pl, Kennington-cross 
Frith, Joseph, Higham-on-the-hill, Gent, Deol, Dewes & Norton, 


uneaton. 
5 va _— Bramall, Stockport, Chester, Farmer, Nov 23, Jepson 


Tr Tone Pontearreg, Carmarthen, Esq. Nov 
0; 
Mellard, Jas, sen, Rugeley, Stafford, Ironfounder. Nov 16, Landor 
a, 
Rowland, “Middlediteh, Southampton, Ship Steward. Nov 1, 
Sharp & Co, oetomgien 
Spencer, Mary, Leigh, orcester, Widow. Oct 15. Corbett, Worcester. 
Williams, John, Manch, Woollen Merchant. Oct 31, Payne, Manch. 
Younes, Goo, penheed aoe ne aH Dorset, Farmer, Oct 30. Bell & 


Freame, Gillin; 
Tt inant Sept. 25, 1866. 
Batcheldor, Thos, Windsor Castle, Berks, Chapter Clerk. Nov 1. 
Tooke & Co, Bedford-row. 
ao John Dore, King’s Norton, Worcester, Gent. Nov 10. Dim. 
leby, B 
Bromley, Wm, Stapleton, Salop, Farmer. Oct 12, Kough, Shrews- 


bu 

Carnell, Thos Matthews, ere, Somer’s-town, Licensed Vic- 
tualler. Nov 12. Pawle & 

Davidson, Wm, Newcastle-npon-Tyne, Teadealer. Nov 20. Hodge & 
Harle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Gamsby, Ann, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Widow. Novl. Hoyle & Co, 
Newcastle upon-Tyne. 

—, Edwd Tolver, Pensthorpe, Norfolk, Esq. Nov. 3. Fox, Nor- 


Hall, | sahgeenepon Hae, Gent, Nov 15, Wilson, Kingston- 
upon- 
—- Hy, Sidmouth, Devon, Gent. Novl. Drake & Son, Wal- 


Jeffery, Robt, Grange-rd, Bermondsey, Carman. Oct 30. Bridger & 
Collins, King William-st. 

Middleton, Wiliam, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Surgeon, Dec 1, 
A, & J.B, Haymes, Leamington, 

Naylor, Sarah Jane, Marlborough-rd, St John’s-wood, Widow. Noy 
21. Cooke, Serjeant’s-inn, Chancery-lane. 

Saunders, Richd, Acre-lane, West Brixton. Oct 3. Bridger & Collins, 
King William-st, London-bridge. 

— Caroline, Brighton, Sussex, Widow. Oct 30, Carr, Rood- 
jane, 


Beeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Fripay, Sept. 21, 1866. 

Acres, Fras Jas, Baker-st, Upholsterer. Sept 6. Comp. Reg Sept19. 

Austin, Stephen, Hertford, Bookseller, Aug 20. Asst. Reg Sept 17. 

Barke, John, Grantham, Lincoln, Baker, Sept 5, Conv. Reg Sept 20, 

Beardsell, Chas, and Harry mas Jackson, Wood-st, Warehousemen, 
Aug 25. Asst. Reg Sept 

Beaumont, Saml, + ae Fork, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer. Sept4. 
Conv. Reg Sept 

Begbie, Robt esd 'e Wm Fripp, jan, Gt St Helen’s, Merchants. 
Sept 17. Inspectorship, Reg Sept |! 

Bell, Jas Waller, Lpool, Draper. Sept : Comp. Reg Sept 20. 

Bernard, Rev John, Little Woolton, nr Lpool, Teacher. Sept 3, Asst. 
Reg Sept 19. 

Biliman, Edwd, Manch, Fish Curer, Sept !. Comp. Reg Sept 20. 

Billman, Isaac, Manch, Egg Dealer. Sept 4. Comp. Keg Sept 20. 

Bonnett, Edwin, Swansea, Glamorgan, out of business. Aug 29. 
Comp. Reg Sept 20. 

a, Sees Salterhebble, Halifax, York, Innkeeper. Aug 29 

nv, g Sept 20. i 

Brown, Wm, Halifax, York, Damask Manufacturer. Aug 29. Asst. 
Reg Sept 19. 

ee, = Sedgley, Stafford, Auctioneer, Sept 17. i, 


Reg 
Carr, Richd, ag Retail Brewer. Sept 18, Comp. Reg Sept 
———— , Win, Huddersfield, Dealer in Toys. Sept 4. Fin ah neg 
pt 2 
by vend ie eet Redcliffe-rd, Brompton, Retired Officer. Sept !7. 
1, 


Reg Sept 2 
comeck, Jas, Birm, Grocer. Sept7. Comp. Reg Sept 21. 
oa Alfred Chas, ‘Southam, Warwick, Ironmonger. Aug 22. Asst, 


Reg t is. 
bar oy: Wap Selby, Wadhurst, Sussex, Grocer. Aug'25, Asst. Reg 


Collins, ' Thos, Apsley-rd, South Norwood, Builder, Aug 18, Comp. 
Conteaaeeen. Joeepls John, Norwich, Chemist. Sept 3. Asst, Reg 
oe nd Joseph, & Wm Delamore, Chester,firocers. Aug 24. Comp. 
Donkin, oo Freak, Southampton, Ship Builder. Aug 29. Comp. 
road |» ay Annfield-plain, Durham, Draper, Aug 31. Asst. Reg 


Fowles, Wm, Tetbury, Gloucester, Grocer. Aug 30. Cony, Reg 

pt 19. 

Gates, Harry Haaman, agmten, Portsea, Southampton,Grocer. Aug 
28, Asst. Reg Sept 2 
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Gray. aS Seaham Harbour, Durham, Shoemaker. Sept 3. Comp. 

emertnuin a ea Finsbury, Boot Manufacturer. Sept 
13. eg Sept 

Gahurat , & Thos Serene, Birm, Papier Mache Manufacturers. 
Aug 27. Comp. Reg Sept 21. 

— ottingham, Linen Draper. Aug 22. Comp. Reg 

Asst. 


Hedley, Arthur, Morpeth, Northumberland, Brewer. Aug 18. 


iy. ees Goodman’s-fields, Wholesale Clothier. 
Sept 14. ak Reg Sept 
Johnson, W: iccadilly, Fwine Merchant, & Jas Langhorne, Cam- 
bridge-st, "Pimlico, out of business. Aug 3l. Asst. g Sept 20. 
Jones, Geo, Glasbury, Radnor, Grocer. Aug 30. Conv. Ree Sept 21. 
Lacey, nis » Lpool, Grocer. Aug 27. Comp. Reg Sept 2 
Lawson, Edwd, Sheffield, Bootmaker. Aug 30, Asst. any Sept 20. 
incke, G Geo ge Fenchurch-st, Merchant. Sept1l5. Inspectorship. 


wast, has Kingston-upon-Hull, Merchant. Aug 30. Asst. Reg 

t 2 

arte, Edwd da Ironmonger-lane, Warehouseman. Aug 22. 
Asst, Reg bo abe . 

Ord, Richd, Sunderland, Durham, Boot Dealer, Sept 10. Comp. 
Re; 

vig sept Jas, Buckingham-mews, Kensington-park West, Cab 
Proprietor. Sept 15. Comp. Reg Sept 20. 

Parkes, John Prior, Manch, Chemist. Septl. Asst. Reg tage 

mp. 


Pe pong Louisa, Cuckfield, Sussex, Widow. Aug 23. 
it} 
Pastime, Ho Bomanjee, Gresham House, Merchant. Aug 22. Asst. 
philispares Jacques Danl, Mon e onan, Richmond, Surrey, 
Schoolmaster. me gan Comp. g Sept 2 
ig gy Legs | ere ineeees, Solicitor. Aug 22, 
mn 
Powell.” By. Schield, Table Knife Manufacturer. Aug 31. Asst. 


Reg Sept 19. 
Pridham, Arthur a & Jas Hurst, Manch, Stationers. Sept 7. 
Comp. Reg Sept | 
Rank, Hy, West Bartiapool, Durham, Bootmaker, Ang 22. Comp. 


Reg Sept 19. 
Siddall, Sam, Sheffield, Hosier. Aug 24. Asst. Reg Sept 20, 
Siddall, Ellen, Sheffield, Widow. Aug 24, Asst. Reg Sept 20. 
Smith, Isaac Wallis, Walkley, Sheffield, Joiner, Aug 30. Asst. 


Sept 19. 

felomons, eg Bethnal-green-rd, Fruiterer. Sept 6. 
Reg Sept 

Stephenson, Joseph, 9 emerge Shore, Durham, Grocer. Aug 
25, Asst. Reg Sept 

Tie be Wn, Fulham- 44 "West Brompton, Grocer. Aug 27. Comp. 

Toshi, her Thompson, Lpool, Painter. Aug 28. Conv. Reg 
Sept 20, 

Tovell, Chas, Ipswich, Suffolk, Marble Mason. Aug 30, Asst. Reg 
Sept 18. 

Wallis, =“ Enfield Highway, Butcher, Ang 25. Comp, Reg 

walker. 3 John Griffin, & Wm Geo Griffin Walker, bein, nr Dudley, 
Worcester, Nail Masters. Aug 25. Comp. Reg Sept 20. 

= Robt, Grantham, Lincoln, Butcher. Sept |. Comp. Reg 

it 21, 
Wightmas p Beret, Wednesbury, Stafford, Tailor. Aug 21. 


Winsbs Geolk eg anrye 4 Tooley-st, Southwark, Linen Draper. Sept 6. 
Comp. Reg Sept 19. 


Reg 
Comp. 


Comp. 


‘Semen, Sept. 25, 1866, 
Archdeacon, Hy, Tyldesley, Lancaster, Draper. Aug27. Asst. Reg 


Sept 2 
Bartlett, Chas, Kentish-town-rd, Ironmonger. Sept 4. Comp. Reg 
t 2 


Beck, John Renter | — Bristol, Professor of Dancing. Aug 27. 
Com Reg 

Blackburn, thos Micha Holland Schofield, —— Schofield, Lpool, 
Cotton Brokers. Aug 25. ———S Reg Sept 22. 

“om Chas —, Peckham, ’ Solicitor’s Clerk. Sept 20. 


4. Clapham-rd-pl, Clapham, Wine Merchant. 
Aug 28. Asst. Reg Sept 24. 
Christopher, _ _— Edge, Durham, Merchant Tailor. Aug 27. 


Asst. Reg Se 
Cook, Edwin, Fohponds, Gloucester, Draper. Aug 28. Asst. Reg 


Sept 24, 
curtis, Wm, Bull’s ey! age, Gracechurch-st, Bootmaker. Sept 
1. Comp. Reg Se 
Da: By d Hale “Bt, Lacoln’ s-inn-flelds, Lithographer. Sept 18. Asst. 
eg Se 
Gibson, win, Alnwick, Northumberland, Draper. Aug 24. Asst. 


__ Reg my 
n, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer. Sept 

6. Saad g Sept 

Graham, pie Win ~ oad Pepe eatee Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. 
Aug 27. Asst. Reg Sept 22 

— eg ry Northwich, Chester, Wine Merchant, Aug 31. 

mp. pt 2 

Hicks, Edwi Thos, Sienaton, Lancaster, Photographic Artist. Sept 
13. Comp. Reg Sept 25, 

wr ras, Cambridge, Wine Merchant. Sept!!. Comp. Reg 


Hosegood, John Andrew Cobley, Newington Causeway, Draper. Au 
29. Asst. Reg Sept 24. Joe - ” - . 
6 “Nag oe W eed, Blackpool, Lancaster, out of business. Sept 


Kirkuss wm, Leddiges.r4, St Thomas’-sq, Hackney, Dissenting Min- 
ister. Sept 18. Asst. Reg Se 





Litten, eyed Gt Coram-st, inemseibee, Merchant. Sept 19. Comp. 


Reg Sept 2 





Lloyd, Saml. Greets-green, West Bromwich, Stafford, Tea Retliek 
Sept 19. Comp. Reg Sept 21. : 

Newport,John Chas, — -rd, St Stephen’s-sq, Paddington, Coal 
Merchant. Aug 25. Comp. g Sept 22. 

Noel, Jules ee eri Vaurhall-bekioe’ y Licensed Victualler. Sept 
10. Asst. pt 25, 

Nye, Alfred Thos, Woolwich, Outfitter. Aug 27. Comp. Reg we. 

Park, Matthew, Bradford, York, Tailor. Aug 29. Asst. Reg Sept 22, 

Parsons, Thos, Well-st, Hackney, Grocer. Sept 5. Comp. Reg 
Sept 25. 

Rivolta, John Septimo, & Joseph Rivolta, East India ome Leaden- 
hall-st, Merchants. Sept 15. Inspectorship. Reg Sept 25. 

Shedden, Wm Gwinnutt, Brooke-st, Holborn, Glass Merchant. Aug 
31. Asst. Reg Sept 24. 

Smith, Thos, Birm, Stamper. Sept 12. Comp. Reg Sept 24. 

Snow. Hy, Birm, Corndealer, Sept !. Comp. Reg Sept 25, 

————s: + ae Myers, Dewsbury, York, Draper. Sept 22. Comp. 


Pe Sept 2 
— "amd, Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, Gent. Sept 1. Asst. Reg 


Sept 2 
Waite, Chas, Low Leyton, Essex, Schoolmaster. Sept 20. Comp. Re 


Sept 2 
Walle: enn, Lpool, Tailor. Sept 4. Comp. meh Oee 
Walter, Alfred, Birm, Gent. Sept 6. conn Reg Sept 24, 


Watson, Wm, Redcross-st, Southwark, Hat Manufacturer. Sept 11. 
Comp. Reg Sept 21. 

Williams, Thos, Manch, Grocer. Sept 12. Comp. Reg Sept 24. 

—, a John, Plymouth, Devon, Hatter. Sept 22. Comp 
Reg Sept 2 

Bankrupts: 
Frrpay, Sept, 21, 1866, 
To Surrender in London. 

Boorn, John Whittingham, Folkestone, Kent, Innkeeper. Pet Sept 
18. Oct4atl. Nicholls & Co, Cook’s-ct, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Cobb, Edwd Williams, Ashford-st, Hoxton, Comm Agent. Pet Sept 
19. Oct9at12, Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Cuss, Wm, Blackfriars-rd, Saddler. Pet Aug 25. Oct 10 at ll. Mar- 
shall & Co, Leadenhall-st. 

Daniels, Thos Isaac, Fore-st, Solicitor. Pet Sept 15. Oct 4 at 11. 
Brown, Basinghall-st. 

Davey, Alfred Edwd, Minories, Aldgate. Carpenter. Pet Sept 19, 
Oct 9at 12. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Duesbury, Hy, Addison-rd, Kensington, Architect. Pet Sept 19. 
Oct9atil. Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Eaton, Edwd, Wallington-pl, Wandsworth-rd, Butcher. Pet Sept is. 
Oct4at1l. Holmes, Fenchurch-st. 

Faelli, Victor. Fencharch-st, a Pet Sept 19 (for pan). Oct 
9at ll. Dobie, Basinghall-st 

——_ Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Springfield. Adj Sept 15. Oct 9 

epneme, Wm, Mount-ter, Whitechapel-rd, ont of business. Pet Sept 

17, Oct 4at12. Preston & Co, Basinghall-st. 

Ladd, Jas, Erith, Kent, Grocer, Pet Sept 17. Oct 4 at 12. Poole, 
Bartholomew-close. 

McBain, Lewis, & John Wm Warden, Maddox-st, ‘ge Tailors. 
Pet Sept is. Oct4datl. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl, H 

Nichols, Geo, Union-rd, Southwark, Cheesemonger. 4 -Y Sept 17. 
Oct 4at 12. Matthews & Co, Leadenhall-st. 

Parker, Isaac, Russell-st, Covent-garden, Seatifar, Pet Sept 19, 
Oct 4at1. Goatly, Bow-st, Covent- 

Paxton, Geo, New Barnet, Herts, word may Pet Sept 19. Oct9 at 
ll. Denton & Co, Gray’ 8-inn- 

Preston, Edwd Wm, Kent-st, Southwark, Clothier, Pet Septi8. Oct 
4atl. Mason, Symond’s-inn, Chancery-lane. 

Reading, Albert, Caterham, Surrey, Coachbuilder, Pet Sept 18. Oct 
4at 12, Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Rutherford, John Waddell, York-sq, Stepney, 1 a Pet ‘Sept 

17, Oct 4at li. Edwards. Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 

Th , Chas Th , Haddington, Oxford, M. D. Pet Sept is. 

Oct 4 atl. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 





Turner, Geo, Woolwich, Secretary to the Watermans’ Steam Packet 
Oo. Pet Sept 15. Octdat ll. Buchanan, Basinghall-st, 

White, Geo, Grafton-st, Soho, Builder. Pet Sept 14. Oct 3 at 1. Room, 
Coleman-st. 

Willan, Fras Burton, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 17 (for 
pau). Oct4at il. Kimberley, Moorgate st. 

Williams, Thos, jun, Upper York-st, Bryanston-sq, Fishing Tackle 
Manufacturer. Pet Sept 17. Oct 4 at 12. Stackpoole, Pinners'- 
hall, Old Broad-st. 

To Surrender in the Country. 


Appleby, Jas Peacock, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Shipbuilder’s 
snore, 3) Hy.S Worcester, Cabinet Maker. Pet Sept 17. Birm, Oct 3 at 
ll. Law, Manch. 
Sept 29 at 10. Preston, Brent: 
Adj May 21. 
Bayne. John Guthrie, —— Lpool, Engineer. 
Stockton.on-Tees, Oct ll at ll. Griffin, Middlesbrough. 
Cambray, Wm, Burford, Oxford, Steam Thi . Pet Septiz. Wit- 
Sheffield, Oct 4 at 1. Binney & Son, 
Collins, Benj, Binfield, Berks, Timber Dealer. PetSept 17. Windsor, 


ar Peg Sept 18. Sunderland, Oct 9at 12, Ranson & Son, Sun- 
rlan 
Worcester, 

Ashton, Jas, Bury, Lancaster, Slater. Pet Sept 18. Manch, Oct 8 at 
Bacon, Isaac, Shenfield, Essex, Plumber. Pet Sept 17. Brentwood, 
Baker, Wm Baylis, Stroud, Gloucester, Architect. 

Gloucester, Oct 10 at 10. Kearsey, Stroud. 

Pet Sept 19. Lpool, 

Oct 5at 3. Parker. L 
Blackburn, Benj, Stockton- -on- -Tees, Durham, Carter. Pet Sept 17. 
Brown, Wiv, Openshaw, nr Manch, Assistant to a Beerseller, Pet 

Sept 18. Manch, Oct 9 at 9.30. Gardner, Manch. 

rasher. 

ney, Oct 3 at 3.30. Chesshyre, Cheltenham. 
Chapman, Wm, Chapeltown, Ecclesfield, a Grocer. Pet Sept 19. 
Coldwell Jas, Almondbury, York, Wheelwright. Pet Sept ii, Holm- 

firth, Oct 8 at 10. Booth, Ho Imfirth. 

Oct 2 at 11. —— Windsor. 
Crosby, ‘amsey, ‘<a Baker. Pet Aug, Harwich, Oct 1} at 

3. Jones, 
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butey, a Smith, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Sept ll. Manch, 
Oct 2 

teotend: caetone, Lpool, Hawker in Hosiery. Pet Sept 19. Lpool, 
Oct 4at 3. Blackhurst, Lpool. 

Farr, Mary Ann, & Edmd Farr, Salisbury, Wilts, Coach Builders. Pet 
Sept 15. Salisbury, Oct 6 at 12. Cobb & Smith, Salisbury. 

Frewin, John, Chipping Sodbury, Gloucester, Watchmaker.” "Pet Sept 
17. Chipping Sodbury, Oct 3at1. Shipton, Bristol. 

Grayson, Danl, Over, nr Winsford, Chester, Bookkeeper. Pet Sept 18. 
Lpool, Oct 2 at ll. Wood, Runcorn. 

Hafekost, Fras Joseph, Sunderland, Durham. Pet Sept 18. Sunder- 
land, Oct 9at12. Dixon. Sunderland. 

Haines, Richd, Tipton, Stafford, Charter-master. Pet Sept 19. Birm, 
Oct 3at12, C.& C. Warmington, Dudley. 

Hall, Wm Dehown, Saddleworth. York, Paper Manufacturer. Pet 

Sept 18. Manch, Oct 5 at 12. Sale & Co, Manch. 
, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Sept1!1, Manch, 

<— Qat tl, 

Hardy, Robt, Grantham, Lincoln, Veterinary Surgeon, Pet Sept 20. 
Birm, Oct 9 at ll, Thompson, Grantham, 

Harrison, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Sept 1}. Manch, 
Oct 2 at 11. 

Heath, Robt, Horsham, Sussex, Blacksmith. Pet Sept 1. Hor- 
sham, Sept 15 at 11. 

Hemming, a vag a Jeweller. Pet Sept 19. Birm, Oct2at 12. 
James & Griffin, B 

pr Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Leicester. Adj Aug 20, Bim, 
Oct 2 

Pa nc oll Sheffield, Brewer’s Assistant. Pet Sept 19. Sheffield, 
Oct 4 atl. Binney & Son, Sheffie! eld. 

Hulston, Thos Rowland, Birm, Card Manufacturer. Pet Sept 17. 
Birm, Oct 12 at 10. Foster, Birm. 

Martin, Jas, Manch, Small-ware Dealer. Pet Sept 17. Salford, Oct 6 
at 9.30. Makinson, Manch. 

Moss, Mary, Middlesbrough, York, Worsted Seller. Pet Sept 17. 


Stockton-on-Tees, Oct 3at 11. Griffin, Middlesbrough. 

Murray, Michael, Gt Harwood, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet Sept 17. Black- 
burn. Oct4 at ll. Smith, Blackburn. 

Neighbour, Jas Wm, Oxford, Land Surveyor. Pet Sept 15. Oxford, 
Oct lf at lt. Thompson, Oxford. 

Nowell, Peter, Barrowford, Lancaster, Butcher. Pet Sept 14. Colne, 
Oct ll at4, Backhouse & Whittam, Burnl , 

Nowers, Wm Wilson, Hastings, Sussex, Plumber. Pet Sept 19, Has- 
tings, Oct Gat 11. Shorter, Hastings. 

Owen, Hugh, Cemaes, Llanbadrig, Anglesey, Tailor. Pet Sept 13. 
Liangefni, Oct 4 at i. Williams, Carnarvon 

Palmer, John, Prisoner for Debt, Nottingham, ‘Adj Sept 18. Notting- 
bam, Oct 2 ‘at 11. 

Phipps, Wm, Weaverham, Chester, Painter. Pet Sept 19. Northwich, 
Oct 10 at 19. Thompson, Northwich. 

Proudfoot, Patrick, Manch, Merchant. Pet Sept 12. Manch, Oct 4 
at 12. Sale & Co, Manch. 

Redfern, John, Blackburn, Lancaster, Draper. Pet Sept 14. Black. 
burn, Oct4at 11. Walton, Blackburn 

Rodford, John, Wadesmiil, Mardiord. 2 Adj Sept 13. Hertford, Oct 11 
at il. 

Rose, Hy, St Alban’s, Hertford. Pet Sept 19. St Alban’s, Oct 6 at 11, 

Scarth, Richd, Guisborough, York, Corn Miller, Pet Sept 19. Leeds, 
Oct latil. Dobson, Middlesborough. 

Smith, Robt, Darlington, Durham, I de M: t Pet Sept 
18. ‘Oct 3 at 10. Durham, Oct 3 at 10. Carnie Darlington, 

Smyth, Sam! Randal, Milnthorpe, Westmorland, Tutor. Pet Sept 15, 





Binney 





Kendal, Oct | at il. Thompson, Kendal. 
Stott, Benj,Sheffield. Adj Sept 11. Sheffield, Oct 4 at 1. 
Sykes, John, Scammonden, nr Huddersfield, Woollen Manufacturer. 
Adj Sept 11. Leeds, Oct | lat e 
, Beerseller. 
Manch, Oct 9 at 9 30, Jones, Manche 
Wakefield, Geo, Lozells, nr Birm, Jeweller, Pet Sept 15. Birm, Oct 
Watkinson, Wm Jas, Lpool, Plumber. Pet Sept 17. Lpool, Oct 3 at 
3. Henry 
Oct Gatll. Swift, St Helen’s. 
Wernham, Jas Nelson, Reading, Berks, Fly Driver. Pet Sept 15. 
Williams, Wm Thos, Carnarvon, Innkeeper. Pet Sept 11. ‘Lpool, 
Oct 5at12, Evans & pool. 
Adj Sept U1. 
Wood, Geo, Wallsend, Northumberland, Engineer. Pet Sept 1. 
Newcaatle-u = Oct 5 at 11.30. J. & R. 8. Watson, New- 
To Surrender in London. 
Ashenden, Edwd, Sittingbourne, Kent, Brickmaker. Pet Sept 21. 
Booty, Sarah Burton, Brighton, out of business. Pet Sept 22. Oct 
10 at tl. Hughes, Bedford-st, Covent-garden. 
Oct 10 at 11. Croft, Montpelier-row, South Lambeth. 
Burr, Hy Wm, Westminster-brjdge-rd, Land Surveyor’s Assistant. 
Clark, Mark, Bishop Stortford. Hertford, Draper. Pet Sept 20, Oct 
9at 12. Reynolds, Lincoln’s-inn fields, 
Pet Sept 
20. Oct 9 at 12, Hicks, Moorgate-st 
Pet Sept 4. Oct lOatil. Treherne & Co, Aldermanbury. 
Groves, Joseph, Newport, Isle of Wight, Draper. Pet Sept 20. Oct 
Hawyes, Geo Nathaniel, Elizabeth-ter, Campbell-rd, Bow, Clerk, Pet 
Sept 20. Oct9atl. Rogers, Fenchurch st. 
Oct 9atll, Hollings & Co, Gray’s-inn. 
Litchtenberg, Abraham, Langle Ph Commercial-rd Fest, Dealer in 


& Son, Sheffield. 

Taylor, Mary Eliz, Oy t Pet Sept 19. 
12 at 10, Allen, Birm, 

Webster, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Sept 11. St Helen’s, 
Reading, Oct 6at1l. Pain, Reading. 

Wilson, Wm, Leeds, Builder. Leeds, Oct } at 12. 
castle-upon- 

TvuxspaY, Sept. 25, 1866. 

Oct 10 at 11. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 

Bridger, Jas Hy, Kennington-park-rd, no business. Pet Sept 21. 
Pet Sept 20. Oct9at!. Munday, Basinghall-st. 

Frankling, Hy. Dorset-st, Spitalfields, a SORTA Tailor. 

Gagan, John, Bear-yd, Lincoln's inn- -fields, Marble and Stone Mason. 
9at12. Lawrence & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Johnstone, Kobt Gordon Hope, Prisoner for Debt, York. Pet Sept 12. 
Furs, Pet Sept 2!. Oct 10 at Murray, Gt Ss 





Marshall, Sheddon Banes, Hillyard-ter, Wilton-rd, D n 
chant’s Clerk. Pet Sept 20. Oct9 atl. Watson, Bloomsbu 

Ryott, » Basrey-eh, Croydon, Widow. Pet Sept 20. Oot 9; 
Olive, Portsmouth-st. 

Spensle oy 
Braddon, Dane’s-inn, Strand. 

Gibson, Josephine, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 20, 
at 12. Stubbs, Moorgate-st. 

Strange, Chas, Windsor-rd, Holloway, Builder. Pet Aug 24. 06 
ll. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 


, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 20. Oct9; P 


Francis, Edwd Tucker, Chalk Farm-rd, Common Brewer. Pet 


4. Oct 10at 12. Swann & Co. Chancery-lane 
Wrigglesworth, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 1 
pau). Oct9atil. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
To Surrender in the Country. 


Allan,  Masthew, Malton, York, Wine Merchant. Pet Sept 22, 
Oct 8atll. Jackson & Wilson, Malton. 


Bailey, Chas, Ratlake Farm, Hursley, Southampton, Farmer, Aap 


Aug 16, Winchester, Oct 9 at 11. Wooldridge, Winchester. 
Braddock, Matthew, oeg pry  -apaaaiataiend Smalliware Dealer. 
Sept 18. Glossop, Oct 9 

ere — risoner “or *pebt, Chester. Adj Sept 17. 

6 5 at 

Brett, Wm Peachey, Cambridge, Butcher. Pet Sept 22. Can 

Oct 15at1. Hunt, Cambridge, 
» Hy, Hulme, Lancaster, Stationer. Pet Sept 20. 

Oct 6 at 9°30, Fox, "Manch, 

Busby, Simon, Longton, Stafford, Potter. Pet Sept 18, Stoke-uj 
ine Oct 6at1l, Hawley, Longton. 

Davis, h, Gloucester, Butcher. Pet Sept 20. Te 
Oct 80 ~y ll. =Taynton, Gloucester 


Davies, John, Plymouth, Devon, , Mining Agent. Pet Sept 18. Exists 


Oct 11 at 12.30. Hirtzel, Exe! 

Dixon, Thos, Lincoln, Tailor. Pet Sept 22, Lincoln, Oct 1 
Rex, Lincoln. 

Ellis, Thos, West Hampnett, Sussex, Journeyman Sti 
Sept 21. Chichester, Oct 3at 12. Lamb, Brighton. 

Ellison, Thos, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, out of business. 
21. Birm, Oct 12 at 10. Thomas, Birm. 

Fieldsend, Geo, Prisoner for Debt. York. "Adj Sept 1). Sheff 
itatl. Binney & Son, Sheffield 

1, he sg Builder, Pet Sept 21. 


» Devon. Pet Sept 19. Honiton, Oct 6 af 


Hammond, Alfred, Worcester, Manufacturer of Gloves. Pet § 
Handle; OF, Wot Ls Some, se rk. Pet Sept 20. Birm, 0 
andley, wv ritin . Pet 
12. Allen, Birm. e P 
Reiienen.: Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Derby. Adj Sept 18. 
Jenkins, Thos, Macclesfield, Chester, out of business, Pet & 
Macclesfield, Oct 5 at 5 Higginbotham & Barclay, Mac 
Judson, Matt) , Co Ine. +. Reutnh 
Oct 11 at 4. Backhouse t Whittam, Burnl ley i 
Julian, Naunton, Ipswich, Horse Dealer, Pet Sept 15. Tpewii 
Vat il. Pollard, Ipswich. 
Merchant, Joseph Emery, Prisoner for Debt, Cardiff, Adj § 
Bristol, Oct 5 at It. 
Myerscough,, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj Sept 17. 

5 at we 
Nicholson, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Lpool, Adj Sept 17. Oet5 
Piggott, Chas, Chatteris, Cambridge, 

April 19, Cambridge, Oct 9atl. Webb, Austin-friars. 
Pollard, Prederic, Hastings, Bookbinder. Pet Sept 22. 
Oct 13attl. Shorter, Hastings. 


—“e John, 





Ross, Joseph Robt, Milton-next-Gravesend, Kent, Clerk. Pet Sep f 


Gravesend, Oct 8 at 4, Outred, Gravese 
Shaw, 1% Dewsbury, York, Plasterer. 
Oct 5t 3. Marratt, Dewsbury. 
Shepherd, Jas, Gt Ayton, York, Joiner, Pet Sept 19. Stokoaey 
Gatll. Palmer, Stokesley. 
Simpson, John, Manch, out of business. Pet Sept 20, Manch, 06 
at 9.30. Slack, Manch. ‘ 
Storr, Hy, Sheffield, Electro Plate Manufacturer, Pet Sept 20. 
Oct 13 at 12, Binney & Son, Sheffield, 


md, 
Pet Sept 21. De 


| 


St Asaph, Oat 


. Pet Sept 19, © - 


Journeyman Plumber, 


Walker, Sam}, Dunstable, Bedford, Baker. Pet Sept 17. Luton 


6 at 10, Bailey, Luton. 


Woolley. Benj, & Thos Hy Woolley, Dudley, Worcester, Tin Sht 


Makers, Pet Sept 15. Dudley, Oct 4at ll. Stokes, D 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frivay, Sept. 21, 1866. 
Karslake, John, Yarnscombe, Devon, Yeoman, Sept 14. 
Tugspay, Sept. 25, 1866. 
Jameson, Wm Hy, Everton, nr Lpool, Wine Broker. Sept 18. 








HE SMOKER’S BONBON immediate} 
effectually removes the Taste and Smell of Tobacco from 
and Breath, and renders Smoking agreeable and safe, It is very 
and wholesome. Prepared by a patent process, from the recipe 
eminent physician, by SCHOOLING & Co., Wholesale and Export 
fect ners, Bethval-green, London. One Shilling per box; post: 
stamps.—Sold by Chemists, Tobacconists, &c. 





SOVEREIGN REMEDY for BAD TEA 


leaded package, containing five pounds of the most 
BLACK TEA the world produces (and which will please everybody), 
carriage free to any railway station or market town in bat tg 
ceipt of post-office order or cheque for 20%, by PHILLIPS & Co., 1 
Merchants, 8, King William-street, City, London, B.C, 
PHILLIPS & Co. have no agents, and no connection with any 
Worcester or Swansea. 


A General Price List sent Post’ Free. 











